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Mild 4H4iH ( 18JT 4aici«j nil )5RT Jllfl Rhu^Tfii^'B Sll^r jftT Slflitjuny 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by die Ministries of the Government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


ftrfti gftr ^ira tfdM-o 

(ftrfb aid Brant) 

^ f^ft, 8 ftrtMT, 2008 

2666—UrcpifiT, ftOW 24-07-2008 (3TRI^} 
^ Vlt tpl. H-SIlVSIH ^>T UFcT 4^t1H ^qiUlrR ^ Mlttl ^ 
str ngm#ifet ^ ^ oni'i^ia t4l^R ^n?f f i 

[m TT, 18 (8)/2007-^nfe] 
tpT. H si*i ^Htl, n*r 1*tfa 

MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE 
(Department or Legal Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 5th September, 2008 

S.O. 2666.—The President is pleased tv accept the 
resignation of Shri M. Chandrasekharm as Additional 
Solicitor General of India in the Supreme Court of India 
w.e.f. 24-07-2008 (AN) 

[F. No. !8(8y2007-Jud1] 
M. A. KHAN YUSUFUl Secy, & Legal Adviser 


^ fesft, 16 falTO, 2008 

Uiiam. 2667 —95 yfen ttTtttt, 1973 
(1974 Tl 2) uft t3flT 24 9S 39-URI (1) SRTSRiT #spff 
nufr utri m tt^N ’iifeFT, tfciww i. afa 

Tffh Itft, tffUUWSrf ■g^'fteicT 3 

'tPH ITU U1 ^ Htufl ftUFl UI *hiqlr19 £171 UT 

fW TfffeUT H|*tcil[ ^)T, Ijh^ litnttl qiT-b'ft fc 
Tifs<ti ^llsni <vTs<*i Fi^ti aJr 

( UTT^ ^ HU^R ^ t? ^Tl 

^ ^ ttiOta ^ ^ 9^ sfo 3Tufu^ fay. 

'W -3FT^ Tl ta] rf| ‘jsjcil ^ ^TT Tltf ^ -37^9 

^ TO T-jf^n qi<q| % fe Tttfeft (nfltt 

^iferi, 4utrpt =HNt*i 3^T TffN UnVflH|H| 

3ml fSygfSFT 3iulv ^ fift^ felt 

A w tpi ur ^ 'RFTfr Arum ur^unuteru ^ 

g*if IwtT 3*3 : snuienr ^ ^TO 3 h?i \ 

[^T. H, 23 (2^2006-^.1 
r&. ^ nfef 3th ^ranRtR 
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New Delhi, the I Uh September, 2008 

SX) F 2667 .—In excise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (]) ol Section 24 ol the C«3e of Ctimina] 
Procedure, 1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby 
appoints S^'Shri R^jiv Paiif Meghashyam K, Kocbarckar 
and Sandeep Kashinath Shinde, Advocates as Addilionaf 
Public Pniscculor for the purposeofcondLicEmg a)I criminal 
casci including criminal writ peril torts, criminal appeals, 
criminal revisions, criminal references and criminal 
applications by or against the Linton of Indto or any 
Department or Office of the Central Government, in the 
High Court of Judicamre as Mumbai, with effect from the 
date of publication of this notification in the Official Gazette, 
lot a period or one year or untiI further orders, whiehc ver is 
earlier, subject to the condition that S/Shri Rajiv Rati I, 
Meghasliyam K. Kotharekar and Sandetrp Kush math 
Shinde. Advocates, shall not appear against the Union of 
India or my DcpaMmenl or Office of ihc Ccnlral 
Government in any criminal case referred to above, in the 
High Court of Judicature ai Murnbai during the period of 
his appointment. 

fF.No.23(2W00K-JiidU 
M.A, KHAN YUSUHJt, Secy. ^ Legal Adviser 

M 16 fer^ p 2(m 
^.-3TT. 2G&8--sfa 
1985 (1985 Tl6l) ^ tfm 36 ^ 
MM1973 < 1974 ^TT 2) MRT 24 

^ ^yrtr cs> ?pj Ttfeff T^T smet ^ ^rq, at *rf 
Tpr. sftfPTOFT jTf^irTT *TT fecT ^ 

teq ^jrt 

t vit ^ ^.ff ?■□ «*> hih di ha lot 'i thr w 

^ %q Ml OTttf 

Pm in -ah ^q 

farfr fagpffi ^ar t fa at ^flvqq. tfif-nwn, 

amt ^ ^ ^ 

w 7k mt feft fern 

^ ^ fecT ^=3 M 3W^Rf Tri #1 I 

23 {2)/;(](}« 

q. ?fg^r q*f 

New Delhi. The ltith September, 2008 

S,Q, 2668.—Jn exercise of the powers conferred-by 
sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1*773 (2 of 1974), read with Section 36 of the 
Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances Act, 1985 
(61 of 1985), the Central Government hereby appoints of 
Shri G. N, Sriuivasan, Advocate as Special Public 
Prosecutor, for the purpose of conducting all criminal 
cases of Directorate of Enforcement. Central Bureau of 
Investigation, Narcotics Conlrnl bureau and ruber 
agencies before the High Cnurt of Bombay al Mumbai 
wi(h immediate eflecl for a period of <>ne-y car or until further 


[Part II—Sw, 3fii>] 

orders, whichever is earlier, subject to the condition that 
Shri G N Srinivasan, Advocate shall not appear against 
ihe Union of India or any Department or Office of the 
Central Government in any criminal ca.se tt:fared to above 
in ihe High Court orjudicaiure at Mumbai during the period 
of his appointment. 

[KNo J 23(2y2008-Jud!.J 
M r A. KJIAM YGSUFL Jt. Secy. &. I*egal Adviser 
^ fevft, 16 20D8 

^ratr. 2669 —'^e}^ ^ tffeTT tfFsm, 1973 

(1974 2J ^ SIRT 24 qft (]J m ^ TTfe^f 

^ ^r, ^nfrT fe ^trfwq, 

’fl" "^, ^ !f4l^ friq, P?id-E -^TRr Mi<nWl. 

^Tfe^n <^Wi 41J1 ^ Ipl "9T iR-ijVn 

^TcT Ti w ?pf ,3fr7 ^ fe ^ JRR 

<91^71 T7 *TT ^R 71, TRf ^ TfR 

r<(«ife ^Tcfl |"f^ f jiri-E -3TR ^hmV|, ^ 

^ fenfe ^ ^frn w W^feTt ^ 

WrT TT^T tn qli'sd^i TR^TTf W feRT f^VFT ITT fdb^ 

^ -NF^I | H hL| p-'^Tpfer T^f [ 

[^. TT. 23 (2)/200S-^TT. J 
TpT r q. J Qn ^'<-1, TTg^fT tnf^q -iilT 
New Delhi, the I bth September, 2008 
SrO. 2669_—In exercise of the powers conEerred by 
sub-section (1) of Scoiion 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 [2 of 1974j L the Central Government 
hereby extends the term of apporntmenl of Shri Jitcndra R. 
Solankl, Advocate as Addiiional Public Prosecutor for the 
purpose of conducting all criminal cases including criminal 
writ petilions, criminal appeal aimina] revisions, criminal 
references and criminal applications by or against the Union 
of India or any Department or Office, of the Cental 
Government, in the Fiigh Court of Judicature a[ Mumbai, 
with immediate effect for a further period of one-year or 
until further orders, whichever is earlier, subject to Ihe 
condition that Shri Jitendra R. So lank i h Advocate, shall noi 
appear against the Union of India or any Department or 
Office of the Central Government in any criminal case referred 
to above, inthol iigh Court nt Judicature at Mumbai during 
the extended period of one year, 

[V. Nu. 23 {2y200&-Judi-J 
M A. KHAN YUSIJFLJl Secy, &Ug0l Adviser 

q>i(*('»», FlW fVT^TTT HETT O'VM •iairitr 
{ <ri,ru^ 3VfTT^WT faHNI > 

^I^RT. 13 felW, 2im 
J 97T J 3TT + 2670,—’M^k qn^Ki fcrvft 

]94(t C ;946 ^arftrfeiiH. 25) 
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flW 6 i uniNfcr tipi 5 ^^wu (1) ski wrTiftti* 
m n4t J i jrtir 7]5*r w^m, ^ (#m), wz-i 

^ MftnjSRlt 2843 91/6^-3-2008-15 ($9) */0« fcii* 
4 4HI+4, 2008 "5RI UM <Jdt y^?| 4H+U tt>l U8*lld ll iifirIR 

*w*n wf, fm ^ qrafa ^ iffan, i860 (i860*! 

ajfapran 1L 45), ^ WH 4B9-*, 489-lft, 124~H ^ 420 
3i7^358/2007 ^arofr antra* afa 
anra* $ hm a*rar Mft* 3 iffliifr «*m tfswn 
II^hT, 3flt ttgdVt 4*41 4* #444iK * M-JOT t3f 1*T( 
^ ««WT 7t ^J?T 3PI 3Wfl* * 3t*«m 

*1^.* fal? fe# fatfa ’jfan TMPPT * *K1* *t Tlfafl* 
3^ <nft|WVcu *T fq«m , ?rR 9^?T TJj^J 9f ~RRfft f I 

[it 228/69/2008^*^1-11] 
*? SBhlll, 3W7 +(f*M 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL PUBLIC GRIEVANCES 
AND PENSIONS 

(Department of Personnel and Training) 

New Delhi, the 15th September, 2008 

S.0.2670,—In exercise of the powers con feued by 
sub* section (I) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 
of 1946), the Central Government with the con$em of the 
Slate Government of Uttar Pradesh, Home {Pol ice) Section-3 
vide Notification No. 2843P/6-P-3-2008-I5 <S9) P/08 dated 
4th August, 2008, hereby extends the powers and 
jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment to the whole of ihe Stale of Uttar Pradesh 
for investigation of Case Crime Nos. 3 57 and 358/2007 under 
sections 489-B, 489-C, 124-A and 420 of the Indian Penal 
Codei, 1860(Act No, 45 oft860) registered at Police Station 
Chharra, District Aligarh and attempts, abetments and 
conspiracies in relation to or in connection with the offence 
mentioned above any other offence or offences committed 
in die course of the same transaction or arising out of the 
same facts. 

[No. 228/69^2008-AVD-ll] 
CHANDRA PR A K ASH, Under Secy. 

15 fiid«U, 2008 

^*1, 74T. 2671,—tnmit tJa<t£Ki fatml Mu 
1946 ( 194*'WT MfaPpjRlf. 25) *1 
tlRT 6 * MW'lfiJtT dTU 5 44t|l(l (I) ?ltl 5 RtT Ttfapflf 

u*i jiuVi «n<^ 3tR 7P*t +R ! 6K, ’J? (ijfti+l), T3°S-3 
3259-RK2)/6-^-3-20€8-15 (61) it/2008 
IN* B 3P1ML 2008 517T tS tffttll, 1860 (1860 *1 
45),*] ttRl 489-it 3^489-#,^TIPIUfaR 
rtpff *3117* H«HA if n) tmw tf. 252/08, Wfa 
*5*5*, I860 (1860*1 MWrtRR. 45)*tJTO489-* 
*T 489-*, * 715?f [[ffrl+i *TFT ^Mfl4l J f'4, ftlSli’PR i *af 
C 2 > , *ir*TCn 557 /oa 'in^r ^rs -iflfenr, i860 (i860 *r 


*fafWTR, 45) *t *0 409,489-* *14ii9-lft*lira 
*7 (3) HU R. 571/08 alh *9^*1 ^ ^Ffftra 

* 3 ** if *erar^ it Tvurfe# aroim art?* 
STWfl *T ** ^ "feRl ftlfth t^nri'N * 

trt it arf 1 1 

[11221^72/2008-^*^*11] 
8 *I 1 T, MWT tifutr 

New Delhi,ihe 15th September.2008 

S.0.2671.—In exercise of the power* cortHerred by 
sub- section (I) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of (he 
Delhi Special Polite Establishment Art. J946(Act No, 25 
of 1946), the Centra! Government with the cmacnt of the 
State Government of Uttar Pradesh, Home {Police) 
Section-5 vide Notification No. 3259P (2)/VI-P-3-200K-15 
(61) P/2Q0B dafed Bth August. 2008. hereby extends (he 
powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi 
Special Police Establishment to the whole of the State of 
Uttar Pradesh for investigation of (J) Case Crime No, 
252/PS under sections 489-B and 489-C, nf the Indian 
Penal Code, 1860 (Act No. 45 oM BOO) registered at Police 
Station GRP Ludcnow, (2)Case Crime No. 557/08 under 
sections 489-B and 489^C of the Indian Penal Code. 18W 
(Atl No. 45 of I860) registered at Police SmUtm 
Duirwiaganj, Siddharthnagarand(j)CascCrtii,eNo 57 h 
08 under sect ions 409.489-B and 4S9-C oi the 1 nd ran 1 »cral 
Code, 1860 (Act N o. 45 of1860) registered at Police Station 
Dumarlaganj, Siddharthnagarantf altcmpls, abrtments and 
conspiracies in relation to or in connection with the offence 
mentioned above and any other offence or offences 
committed in the course of (he same transaction or arising 
out of the same facts. 

| No. 22 8/7272008-A VIVII) 
CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Sccy. 
151^^7, am 

3IT h 2672.—-^sTl^ W^Jl 

1946 25) ^ 

WTr 6 ^ WQ ■qfef N7TT 5 WTO (])5^ tfilWl 

^ li 2936-^(2 )/6^-3 -2 m~ 15 ( 59) 

R'li'ti 12 20nSi H ERT Wrl "StR +it*K Menffi 

^ ftJPTT TOT. fSTrfl qTTrfh^ ^ 

I860 ( 1K60 ^ 45 ) P ^RT 

4S9-^ P ^ ^ ^ 3RTTO R 128 E/2flOK ^ Zt'fo 3TOW 
5^T ^ ^ TQG WTO it TT^XlTT 

HHOiT F T^r^TTT ^ 3f?jaTTT 

f^T TRJ TOff 3^) £TTO*TT ^ 

3fT^TOT ^ Rml l^TFTI ^ 
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r • 'ftrCTtri: w\ fgr^nr tT°fn ^tr tffp ri 

i : 

[*f. 22S/?4/2<Wi !l j 

SIR.!!?!, .RTT "Rf€|R 

'. -'•■2 fViEi t*ii : Stfi Sup-U’i'nn.-t. .AH 1 " 

Sk *. l r '* m, l.- -y;i£\£ i?j^r nt'cri^ power's vouh'ired by 
iih-sccC j c!i : i) ; i‘ S:etiun 5 reuJ ^viih Sei.r'-^i n =>1 (lie 
Delhi Spec' ■ : A r Ace, ] /A.-! No. 25 

of ■ ; tk ■ * ;.>:nit C-.ivc foment ivtrh [he cnnv:"!iT of the 
■Sr^tL-L '.";fni L i i ■ ri.ni in' i.ktur Pradesh, Home (Police) 
Scttkr- ■ vi^- Nori-icationNo 2%3bW2yVU ? -l-2Wti-\5 (W) 
P/200S -: ;iLv 1 2[h Ai.^use, 20l)S, herein extend ihe powers 
and jii■■ Lsrl^c;iri *>f the members of the Delhi 
Speciet 1: -uLit.e Piteciishmcni iv ihc whnle ai the Stare of 
Utter Pradesh for invest Station nf Case Crime No. 
12&1, : g-■■ ^ttionsW-B 33id4S9-C ofthc Indian 
Penai r ■ r -. = ;<bP. A-.f No. 45 of I860) registered m Ellice 
Station .■■ ■!?■■-■:'. City, Diilrki Bijiuji and attempts, 
abctny.m^ ■■■’. -.:;i spiraeas m relation to or in u Linnet Li on 

with tbu osn-i.v ■ mentioned above and any oilier otYenec 
or oFL comm lifted in rhe course of rhe same transaction 
os ariiong - ml Ol die same tacts. 

[No. 22Ev-74. : '2(H 1 S-AVDdl J 
CHANDRA PRAKAS1-L Under Secy, 
TAvrfr. L .■ feM r 20lj£ 

^T + VT + 2673 I^ I U fern 

■gf^TT-fETNTn V)A6 ( 25) 

*ITCT 6 FT TTT^ nf^n dTTl 5 (I ) cHT! y \ Tf vrfer ? ff 

^nrmr ^ ^ L.w-FfFi;) 

Iwi ^ -irfd^n fw*T 12 2008 

SKI 'JM tJH ef' r l IK Hffilt FTt HH f. H Kf ^ TTjfTcI 

10-06-2ti(M FH ^^A UHlH 
Wf jTT ^NTtT-tiPTT^ ^ 

TTTtr F^m^R.-=li J dl^r^ sifteirl Si| 

■aftr "^T ^[rTp "^T ^ ii^iE ^1 T!^ Hint id ^ ■--'jl^n R 

^ 71 cjiHK ^ITR oh fqo ^ 

dmfm 

'jf^cT ^ f^vfr 

<w^l Wen? ^ T^lR, RM TTjR^ ^fi^li fT^TilFR. ^lel-^MF 
ofe ^ iTFT. WRT, ^*r^fT-7()om)l 

ftl + Wd V. TT. ?2.-^ter.'2CM)P 

17-06- 20 ns ^ T^r) wfm ^ 'Rfen. ]}W (1RW ^TT 

^TfwS^CTTT 7T, 4? ■) ^ dm 4S£-^, 4 dl^ ] 20 -4 

^ 3i^fR sFmyr ^ r ^\r 

■3^ '^n c-h p^n trm 4 h^[«ki a^rndf ^ 3RErar 

rfem ^ t^TfTf 5fmrd ais^i iFRTdf ^T 

■Sh-r^'o ^ f^nr W Wr T J -tmr wr ^t 


jrfd*fnIV ; .:^1 'FI t^F7 Rf^pZTF h J I!-£ l TRF 

RT FRHT f I 

m. 22M;7(i/2E)0a-Tf*Sr-llJ 
W RFFo. ilF hN(5| 
Neu Delln. ihe I fdi Septcinhei - , 20OK 

S.O. 2673.—Iji exercise ot'ilie powers cun furred hy 
Mib-smlon (1) of Section y rend witli Seciioti b ol'ikt 
Delhi Special PoIjl'l-I.M ah!ishniL-nt Ace. I046^\ti No. 25 
of 1046), the Cenlvrd (j|j\ijrumens ^ith ihe consccit of Ehc 
State Government of WesL Bengal. Horne (Holiticiil} 
Depart men I vide N i it i fie,it ion No. 8%-P S. dured 3 2 Hi 
August 200S n hereby extends (he powers and jurisdiction 
of the member soft fie Delhi ^pi/ckil ] J olict iistabtistisTicrd to 
the whole of the Stale of Weu Bengal for investigation of 
the case relating to heiyure of hake Indian Currency Notun, 
ofRs. 38 s 38, 5(K} effeded on IO-P-200S by the Direcioraic 
of Revenue intelligenfe. Kolkar^ from Ehe possession of 
one Mohammad Sami null in jndhis niiL: An/unmn S^mir 
who emered India front Bangladesh via Benapole-F J etrapole 
land border alongwith ivlo bags and Lwo trolley bags which 
had been handed ovei by one Yakub of Dhaka and carried 
by them and meant to be do live red to one Kumar tft Howrah, 
against whom Central Bureau of Invc'Jligation. New Delhi 
received complaint for initiating legal action tinder Indian 
Penal Code from the Directorate of Revenue Intelligence, 
Kolkata, Zonal Unit 8. Hu Chi Minh Sarani, Kolk^Eii-TDOOOl 
vide Complaint No. DRT F, No. 92'KC)L-'20()tf (E^K.? dated 
17-6-2008, for [lieit fraudulent acts and any other public 
servants or persons, in r-eE^ l i litl to said offences Linder 
Sections 48 9-1^4 84-C read wuh I 20 Ho ft he Indian Pena! 
Code, 1860 (Act \o 45 of 1860) and any other offences 
committed in Lh? course of the same transaction of emerging 
oul of the same faci^ or facts in relation io aforesaid 
seizure. 

TNo 228:76=2008-AVT>!11 
aiAM.^A FRAKASE3. Under Sec>=. 
^ i. I o fTE^TT^T, 200K 

^jr.affT. 2674— TIWR ^ Hf^*TT ^?IT, [073 
< 1974 W Slf^TWTl'. 2) ^TITT 24 ^TTH-EfTTI (S) SRI 
y^Tl 1\\wii R^'ET ![q flt TfR 
3rffem^5IT R5T Wj! sfH ^T| fli fWt I^TPl 

Hl?RT **imr C^.ST.v^T) 5RI Tfftyfl ^ 3 ^ 14 ^ ¥T«n 
inTl51/^ntliPT ^RT) R ii41(f(, "JTTT^PI S117 ftlrW^ 

ST^T -'Al'AM'A "R TRR 3RR 

«iV|CT1 ^TR T frl '■!. ^fl-=h‘ ^fRT^f^j ^ TjTTj R 

Prg^f t l 


[^ 225/41 /2007 -RRiST-1! ] 

y^l. 3IRT uRa 
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Mew Delhi, the 16th September, 200* 

S.0.2674.—Iti exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 (Act No. 2 of 19741, the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri S, Kalyanasundaram, Advocate as 
Special Public Prosecutor for conducting prosecution m 
the cases instituted by the Delhi Special Police 
F ^ a bUshment (CBJ), in the Special Judge Court, Chennai 
and appeals, revisions in the appellate or revisional counts) 
and any other matter concerned therewith or incidental 
thereto in any other court, 

[No.225/41/2007-A VD-II] 
CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Secy, 
fe#, 16 2O0g 

TFT.W, 267S.—WhR HdflfRl ^ ^fet, 

1973 (19744^13lf4fWTU 2) 4ft 41424 4ft4U-4RI (8) 
SRI irctt Tilutrtff 3RPt unTf ftr^tfefetsT arfuuumsif 
^4 TjRr^H TFh ff if f«MK IJ l «ri4IH*iV 

wppi C&ai, ^>BraTtRwi3fe^5^i 
9F$uvi iri ^ ^ ^ RPreif ^ afalufTt 

Sri T*gipRt stmt .¥nfn?r -unttuT ^ 

^rjii apfafafifliHf at*m aru f?wt w triafcn 4^ ^ 
lu?! 6 ! Ui ts Pra^rf tmil t :— 

1. ^t*lt 

2. Tpftr #( 'H^atol d, 

3. ftWafld ytltellel l 

[n 225/30/2007-tPf^-II] 
si171, 3147 +1(4*1 

New Delhi, the 16th September, 2008 

S.0.2675.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (S) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 (ActNo. 2 of 1974), (he Central Government 
hereby appoints following Advocates as Special Public 
Prosecutor for conducting prosecution of cases instituted 
by the Delhi Special Police Establishment (CBt) in the State 
of West B engal at Kolleata as emhisted to them by the 
Central Bureau of Investigation in the trial courts and 
appeak/re visions or other matters arising out of these cases 
in revisional or appellate courts established by law: 

1. Shri D.C Saifcar, 

2. Shri Samir Ranjan, Bhattacharya. 

3. Shri B fcwajit Pusilal. 

[No. 225/30/2007-AVD-ll] 
CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Secy. 


^ Htfvft, 17 ftW, 2008 

W.3R, 2676—^4&4 7P4H7 I^KI ^41 TTfen, 
1973 (1974 4H 3lMwi +T. 2) 4TU 24 4?l 3^-4171 (8) 
?ri urn Ttl^ff 40 uubr 4Rft Fn 

4^ 7P4, 4ft 5 #! 3 feiw -4141614 4 fatfu 
gfrra wr=n(4.3T. btct+iT+“m 

5Ri 47 nHfir 4 sfa Hrfu urt 

31441 -mtflHdV 4’ FT WOvfl* Tl 3VI? 

srt 1uw4 44 tpjtvrt ^ 

^4? *iwfl ^ :— 

1. JVrtllJ, 

2 414 

3. ^RR I 

225/31/2007-T^-ll) 
TRiRt, 3T47 

New Delhi, the I7ih September 20OS 

S.O* I67&—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 (Act No. 2 of 1974) h the Central 
Government hereby appoints following Advocates as 
Special Public Prosecutor for conducting prosecution of 
casts instituted by the Delhi Special Police Establishment 
(CB1) in the State of Kerala at Cochin as entrusted to 
them by the Central Bureau of Investigation in the trial 
courts and appeals/revisions or other matter arising out of 
these cases in revisional or appellate courts established 
by law: 

S/SHri 

1. CP. Udayabhamn 
1 K- D h Babu, 

3l Ajit Kumar, 

[No, 225ft 1 /2Q07-A VDd I ] 

__ CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Secy. 

fWrl 

( iHH few 3 

4^ fo#, 9 fWTCRT. 200* 

4TI.W. 2677 —(RPr^WflUTRT 
H4H4T ^ imriT) f^PPI, 1976 f^PW 1(3 ^ 44fHUH 
(43 ^ ^ ftfriTT ^ 3Ttfl4 iTfttR 

tm 4fr=H 4^ ^ r-fHfHfed *wTt14 ^ frpptf 80% 
4Pf41^l^4 i fiP(t m W\ 3IRJ t, 

'tun! % t— 
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1. 'Hf'ild'i h ams til hi ^JWi, 

4$, JfflmfMi 

i 

[ TOTL H012/l/200S-fS^-2] 
^ TTqf, (h^I4i (TI^MNT) 
MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 9th September, 5008 

S.0.2677.—In pursuance of Sub Rule 4 of rule 10 of 
the Official Language (Use o/Official Putpo&eof the Union) 
Rule^ IV76 the Central Government hereby notifies the 
following office under the Central Board of Excise & 
Customs* Department of Revenue h the 80% staff whereof 
have acquired the working knowledge of Hindi;— 

I. Office of the Commissioner of Central C\cise & 
Ciiiloms, 48 s Admin isiracive Area : 

Arera Hills. 

Bhopal 

IF. No, M012n£fK)5-Hindi-2] 
MADHU S HARMA n Director fOL) 

{ HTf^T^T WS ) 

18 f+MHC 2004 

^isrr. 267e ^ ^ oTr^nTt 

W 3Tfcu|F*n fell Arffl ^ W^IT. ^TTl 3Tm^ 

rH J 4HHHl p 1962 (W ^ fWT 5^T ^ 5^ ^ 

W>1 ’Tf^T -itTW 34fVfwU ]%l (393 VKT 

35 (I )^ms(ii) 1-4-2008 

tS TPT^ ^“ryj_ '3^ TJ) h ri^lflHan 

Tltfl ^ 3Jrf?T^ i\ -jTJwrhT ^ tin* 1 

'af^^ETT 1 gffr f\T\ y-jjflftfT terw £ h *rm:— 

ti J ^Iftd men ^ wr ^iftT m %fH4i 

^ friy btr^JT ^tripn; 

(ii) 4i 'H +J l | i’l 3TT4 TT^Tpn 

TT^r+rl tsnrf ^ R1WT £ ^nfTOT 3l=pT*tR W 
T^HT; 

fiii) s^h'iEw SdiR* afT^qn ^ %r? sitt 

ura TtfTT ^ W1 taifT fWfl feTR 

^ fci y n^fT TTfTt s?ffi ^ 'fi, 
^tfppxq *JRT 288 3T[ ^T-^TRl (2) ^ ^4^%M 1T T* 

■4 ^sii ^^TfT ferfl ^ ^n-wi 

^sr ^r^rr 3 ?r ^rt tffvfsprq \y) 

T^T-ttre (i) ^ w fewufl 

sh'lA ^ft 1-1 ■'-in firf®? ’fr^ TfFt T-H 

WctllfRcT TftSiTT fr^ri R 


ttafV*Tt ^ STFT^T 3frg^?| 

(iv) IPT^ ^if-f^ ^ f^n 1 lira 

tot irgw TtfTT ^ Itotth rsPn '-ifc Tiq^ 
Rft^iT ^ ^§n vftwK jro rrftHff 

+ie4^d Umw ^fl I 

2. 'i'fi "'«\=rn\ ^ ^ TWt 

W , ic p i *— 

V*>) ^’Uill'h i ^^ AuWF Ciii> 4' dr^r^tl affen 

itm 

t^) Wl'h } (iiil ^ dMud -MTft 

^ar ^ 

Vwwi i (jv) 4sir-f+ 

Rnv, ^pT TlfYT ^T 

5mt Fi^r^r 

(w) 3TRT a^i'qR ^ ^ srarar 

sr^P^th chr4-^«iM ^i4M ^ wn 

(^) <S^K1 ^ 5*T 5^ ^ 4fdfT 

-irfvpnm ^ (Tin j 5 ^ (l) ^ 

(ii) ^ ^ ^ ?T4i den 

wpt i 

[3rf*^FTTU 92/200S;m 203/141/2007 - 11 J 

fror^r (^t.T.fh.-in 

(Centra I Boa rd uf l>i rett Taic^) 

New Delhi, [he 18fh Scpieinber, 2008 

S + G + 2G7flr—ll iih hereby notified for general 
information that the organizanon Cancer Instiluic (WlA), 
Chennai has been approved b^ the Central Government 
for the purpose of clause (ii) of sub-suction (I) of Section 
35 ofthe Incnme-tsw Act- (% I (said Act), read with Rules 
5C and 5E of th e I ncome-i nx R ut os J 9G1 (^a'd R nl es). wnh 
effect from 1-4-2008 in Ihe category of ’other InstitutionC 
partly engaged in research nt , i)viMC& subject to the 
following conditions, namely: 

0) 'ihe sums paid to ihe sipproved organUaiiun 
shall be utilized for scientific research: 

(ii) The approved or^ani/aiion shall cany out 
scientific rebc<i/t;h ihmugh its faculty ntemhers 
or its enrolled ^ludents j , 

{iii) The approved organivaiion shall maintain 
separate books of account in respect of the 
sums received by it tor scientific research, 
reflect therein ihe amounis used for carry ing 
out research, ^ei such books audited by an 






[nnij-*FS 3<iQ] 
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accountant as defined in tbe explanation to 
aub^ection ( 2 ) of Section 288 of the said Act 
and furnish the report of such audit duly 
signed and verified by such accountant to the 
Commissioner of Encome^tHX or the Drector of 
Iocon>e4ax having jurisdiction over the case, 
by the due date of finishing the return of 
mcomcuiHktsub-!^ion(l)ofSectiofl 139 of 
the said Act; 

(iv) The approved organization shall maintain a 
separate statement of donates received and 
amounts applied for scientific research and a 
copry of such statement duly certified by the 
auditor shall accompany the report of audit 
referred to above. 

2. The Central Government shall withdraw the 
approval if the approved organization :— 

(a) fells to maintain separate books of accounts 
referred to in sub-paragraph (iii) of 
paragraph 1 ;or 

(b) fails to furnish its audit report referred to in 
subparagraph (iii) of paragraph 1 ; or 

(c) fails to furnish iti statement of the donations 
received and sums applied for scientific 
research referred to in sub-paragraph (iv) 
of paragraph 1 ; or 

(d) ceases to carry on its research activities or 
its research activities are not found to be 
genuine; or 

(e) ceases to conform to and comply with the 
provisions of clause (ii) of sub-section ( 1 ) 
of Sect ion 33 of the said Act read with rules 
5C and 5E of die said Rules. 

[ Notification No. 92/2DQ8/RNo. 2Q3/L41/2007rtTA-LI] 

RENU JAUHRI, Director (ITA-ll) 

(iMt* fawm) 

IS few. 2008 

^T.3*r, 2679.--IVPwm 1949 (1949 

10) tfRT 53 (1) ETC JRtT JflfaiWl 
^ w*r, , 

^3 wr 13 ^ 1WI, 
9?, wt tff 200? *f 10.88 
wMta fH'fa sfrt 5.00 4HI 

wl-CT (h^Ijuk) ^ "fl, "tfW 

['St 13/6/2007-^3^] 
ts. #sr flfei 


(DqHrtmit of Financial Smktt) 

New Delhi, the 18th September,2008 

S.0.2679.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 53 (1) of the Bonking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 
1949) the Central Government, on the recommendations of 
Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions 
of Section 13 of the said Act, shall not apply to IC ICt Bank 
Ltd. incase ofthe public issue of 10.88 crate equity shares* 
and 5.00 crore American Deposit Receipts (ADRs) by the 
Bank in June, 2007. 

[ F, No. I3/6/2O07-BQA] 
D. D. MAHESHWARI, Under Secy. 
i9lw^ p 2008 

W + 31L 26B0»—3TFJTCT fe atfaffart, |%7 ( 19*7 

33) 4 tflTT 6 4 (’ll) ’ETC! TlfafPlF ^1 ipiW 

+f«rK F Fi^ltifisn Wjfiwi^jlf 4 

4 *rrct ^ faftr 4 3 4 forc; TFsffr 

’fe(Tpn^t) 4 Vh 4 vi* 4 f 4 rt* 

wft 

(i) fWT 4 J g^T +1^^,, 

7ROTF tfPfilt, 

I 

(ii) 4iiqKi/Vlgft f^^tPl 4 +tfyei p 
'fllncui^ W3*R t 

J 

['Rfl 7/1/2008-44-1] 

New Delhi, the 19th September, 2008 

S-0,2680,—In exercise ofthe powers conferred by 
clause (f) of Section 6 ofthe Notional Housing Bank Acl f 
( 1987) (33 of 1987), !he Central Government hereby appoints 
the following persons to be the Directors on the Board of 
Directors of National Housing Bank (NHB) for a period of 
three years with effect from the date of issue of this 
notification:— 

(i) Principal Secretary ofthe Housing/ 

Urban Development Department, 

Government of Rajasthan, 

Jaipur. 

(ii) Principal Secretary of ttie Housing^ 

Urban Development Department, 

Government ofTami! Nadu, 

Chennai. 

[F.NO.7/I/200S-BCM1 

GB. SINGH, Dy. Secy. 
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t?T 

M 200* 

^FT.OT. 2661 ± —-in ^}, TR'TJ^T f^FT 

1976 (W) ^ ^ jrcftrT) ^ 10 Stf 

4H(d*FH (2) -4 t C4) ^ fdfcfe , 

^ ^rpfteni ^rf ^ 

^*pR4H4^lM ^ fihtf ^T >,l4ui^ TTO f^n 

^rfV^f^rT Wi ^ :“ 

TT^H T ?fc^FTT «mh[ci^ 

741/742, 7 h 

yri4* W h 

^rtft TtF? +i^M ^Hl Wlq+1. ^RTF p 
^ft^-400 703 

[*. 1fft-20US^m 1/13/1] 

TRTR ^ h fi-iyiet, r (TF3m*ir} p ylT£ 

MINESTKV OF RAILWAY 
(Railway Board) 

New Delhi h the 19lh September, 2003 

S-Of 26&IMinistry ol Railways (Railway Board), 
in pursuance of Sub Rule (2) and (4) of Rule 10 of the 
Official l^^uages (use for Official Purposes of the Union] 
Rules, 1976, hereby, notify the fallowing office of RITES 
Limited* (iurgaon, where S0% or more Offioer^-mploytes 
have acquired the working knowledge of Hindi; - ■ - 

Rices Limited, Project OBice, 

VAT 741/742, 4th" Floor, Tower Mo. 7 
International Infoteeh Park, 

Vashi Railway Station Complex, Vashh 
Navi MumbaMGD 703 

[No. Hindi-2DOS/O.L I /12-- = l 1 
SANS ARC] [A MIX Director (OL.J, Railway Board 

aftr \jhh ji H^i^y 

^■ferfr. 10 facFSTt, 2008 

MM. 2682.--few 31 2<M)7 37 

HH+Jfe'i'ti aqf^j^RT ^ tt sf* Tj"ifrf^ {wu'jr.! 

TW--i«t, 1983 ^ fwr 7 3^ s S ^n*r ’rfer Ttctfwi 
3lfalwT, 1952 (1952 ^ 37) ^ tJRT 5 (f) 

EFT TKrl TTfepfl ^7 TJifn f[qr 7H7+K. TJ ' 1£ TP3 =7 
^ 3KTIT rf^,afriqtTW?r tA, 

sfl Tra^si aw; -&\ tj^r ’smn'H ^ ^ 

*H I ?.<*,<{ %?T TPTW ^ ^ if ^TTfrt £ I 

1'fiUR (xfi ';] 

witar’faF, P-kvi* 


[Part II—See, 3(1 i)] 

MINISTRY OF INFORMATION & 
BROADCASTING 

New Delhi, the Ult'i September, 2008 

S.O. 2682.—In con!initiation of this Mifiiitry's 
Notification of even number dated 31st May, 2007 and in 
exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sect ion (l) of 
Seel ion 5 of the Cinematograph A cl, 1952 (37 of 1952) read 
with rules 7and 8 ofthe Cinematograph (Certification) Rules, 
1983 (he Central Government is pleased to appoint Shri K, 
Rajasekhara Pros adfcs a mein ber uf! he I iyderabad advisury 
panel of ihe Central Board of Film Certification wilh 
immediate effect for a period of two years or until further 
orders, whichever is earlier, 

IF No.809/I.C007"F(C)J 
SANGbJ-TA SINGH, [director (Mims) 

10 fm*n, zmx 

^T r OT, 2633—^T 5 TT^ff., 2(K 

^ mw&FZ t ^ 4r ( iwh ) 

p 19&3 ^ fTTTt JJ ^ 

3rfVfwr H 1952 (1952 37) TO 3 ^ m-W\ (!) 

^Kf ^iI^kuT <j>t n^Vr <*■ ■i.tt "^t, '^ir *. cr^ttft ^ ^ 

cTR ^ fbm. tv ^TP=r 3^^' cTEK, 75FT ^ TffPT 

Flj WtHtfr dPt^n 64 } fn^.. -jci hV< ^ 

tfr ^J^-40lIf)49 

^ ^ rl^ - I 

f TTi ^ ^ny : M 1/2007-^ (#) I 
fe, Ph^i-* (fWR] 
New Delhi, the 10th September, 2OOfl 

S r O. 26SJ + —In continual inn of Lh is Mini-Hlry's 
Notification of even number d.y^\\ 5ih February, 2003 and 
in exercise of the powers Lonfci'ircd by sub-seciion (I) nf 
Section 3 of the Cirtimnato^R^Fi Act, 1952137 nf I ^52> rcad 
with rule 3 of the Cinemui^rnph (Leri ificatinn) Rulc^ 
1933 the Central Govcmm^oi fS pleaded 1o appoint SnU. 
U rmi la Roongia, Zuhu CO Id i u, C ulmohttr Koad- J V Vi > 
Scheme. Fort, lVTumbaM00i>-I9^ o member of|he Central 
Board ofFiimCertification with immediate efiect foraperind 
of three years and until fi.iriVr nrderi. 

!»■ No.K(l9^il:20074-(C)| 
SANCP.I- I'A SJN(il-l, Director (F 1 1m^) 

fqr^r 

(#. qt. m. --'v-ar j 

. w.wr* 26^4,— ■ Tnnfh'f-. -/>--:! -jiFv^pTr . 

Tp^fT) 3#TR, I94S { N4S -6T .11'II'; ^ 2 ^ :^. = ^ i ^ 

^ TR^TT TTc7>^pn I7u;^ 3T y-'r^r 
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mu ^1 TT3m 127 J 2008/3ml7^T 5, 1930 


wiftwtt ^ ^n, ^ 1-9-2008 ^ wtw* 

Jwitl ■aifiwtifl m ^i*f i i 

[Tfl &-433Q/01/2006] 
Tftrw Wtl. 3W7 ufaq (qJTtjd7) 
MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
(C.P.V. Wviswn) 

New Delhi, the I st September, 200* 

5-0, 2684.—In pursuance of the clause (ii) of the 
Section 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths 
and Fees) Act, 1948, the Central Government hereby 
authorize Shri BN. Dutta, Assistant to perform the duties 
of Assistant Consular Officer in the Consulate General of 
India, San Francisco. 

[No. T.433W 1/2006] 
FRIT AM LAL, Under Secy, (Consular) 

11 famr,2008 

'RSMflT, 2685,—uq'ifqqi q?fuei"l 3TfhqnO (?TW tpt 
■^S) 1948 (1948 *T 4lFi) FU 2 ^ 3Rf (*) 

it ^Mt«l $ i&!m fU<*W kri^Kl RWhJlFVH^tefimiF, 
ftF uqa, wsimti 11-9-2008 ^ 
4K»I44> q*fwii F!T ^1^ ^Klfi^ttl qntfl t i 

[tf ^1-43 30/01/2006] 
iftlFT FIW, 3fuiT {qJftjen) 

New Delhi, the I Ith September, 2QQB 
5.0- 26S5.—In pursuance of the clause (ii) of the 
Section 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths 
and. Fees) Act, 1948, the Central Government hereby 
authorize Shri Sur^Khtya Singh Rawat, Assistant to perform 
the duties of Assistant Consular Officer in the Consulate 
General of India, Shanghai., 

[No. T. 4330/1/2006] 
PRITAM LAL, Under Secy. (Consular) 

^ fawft, 17 faiTO, 2008 
"851,411, 2686,—umPr4» utlwfl atfqquO (419*1 T(F 
^W) 3Vt%rf^F*FT 1948 (1948 WT41^f) TS*S 2 ^ 3RT (85) 
■i aqtRBi rf #scf*r mm ha^hi w ®r tuywitL 

Riwi t[ ^ n^sflTfl ^4*^1 nfliqqi ^ 17-9 - 2GQ8 
^ 4?[«(rfl $rf*W»lO 8!t TT*f 8iT^ fTJ Hlfa$<l 8R# 11 

[TL 4-43308)1/2006] 
ifttFl THW, 4(87 dPW (qJf^Tit,) 

New Delhi, the Hth September, 2008 
5.0. 2686-—In pursuance of the clause (ii) of the 
Section 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths 
and Fees) Act, 1948, the Central Government hereby 
authorize Shri Ernest Alexander Adams, Assistant to 


perform the duties of Assistant Consular Officer in the 
Embassy of India, Lisbon. 

[No, T, 4330/1 £006j 
PRITAM LAL, Under Secy. (Consular) 

«wuct sftr TiftsTT 4>rtnui H'aitro 

[ stnjifa. uW -9 vi'SjRt't BrRMtt. fa®, trW^sft 

(sn^o faNtn ] 

^ 4 facial, 200S 

■JBI, 3T. 2687,-^St^, W4-.K TRJ^ira “ Tfa ® 
tm'l HH 1 ! ii irafa " 1*nm 1976 i 1 0 i 
( 4 ) <£ ^ m&at afo vlW 4t^i«i ® 

tjfa ^ HT^fTRt ftl®, tfa 

( 3trg4) frtpr ^ TRiraPt^i ffanfartSH Tterni 

fjM4) 80 yffRirt qi4’qiD*fi 7| faift ^ q,iq«iqqt *ih tST^ff ^ 


fNPlt, stf^sjJTqn qrtcfl % :- 

2. «IT^ ''HfRtJFTTHTFT 

3. 4 ig?ftir 4 hwi 

4. ^#1 ( 3TI5^) wp 


5, ^t?frq M i+H N H' WTH 7S F 1 ^ 

6 + ar^eTR V&mm 

7 . ^ 11 -d ^7mn ttwh 

[lf.t 11018(2)^/2003-^ f^. ^ 

J ^Wi f 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
[Department of Ayurvcd, YogaANaturopathy+Unani, 
Sidhe, HonkoeopatIry(Ayuah)| 

New Delhi, the 4th September* 2008 


S^O. I6S7,— In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of the 
Rule 10 of the Offteia] Language *TJse for official purpose 
of the Union n Rule h 1976 the Centnal Govt, hereby notifies 
the following offices under the administrative control of 
Department of AYUSH, Ministry of Health & Family 
Welfare whereof BOVa staff have acquired the working 
knowledge of Hindi; 


J, Central Ayurved Research Institute 

2. Central Ayurved Research Institute 

3, Regional Research Institute (Ayurved) 
4 h Regional Research Institute (Ayurved) 
5 r Regional Research Institute (Ayurved) 
6 r Regional Research Institute (Ayurved) 
7. Regional Research institute of IJnani 

Medicine 


Lucknow 

Bhubntswar 

Jhansi 

Banglore 

JammLi 

Vijaywada 

Patna 


[No.E-I I0l8(2y2/2Q03-LSM(OL )J 
SHIV BASANTy Jt. Secy, 


3467GI/D6—2 
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15ftm^,2008 

■* 1 . 3?t. 2688.'-hrctN( srrgf^an 3rf#m, 

]956O95^'sPTl02)^wra3’^l'TiT»lKi<i)C^) 
t ^t, «n. Tft. f?rari}, stratf Tttfr ^qiw 

HJlfaflMd, sift, TT^, ^TO ftft 

«fsr*iT ftwHiaiwti, #t m jq ^ ^nrt m ^ft 

(FRh 3 ^"^R^ff ^ w^pi ^ 

atf^nr [^ftaicw ^ Ttfro^ 5 m f^n 

^STFrU $ :■*-- 

aw:.ara."mrqpjfwr vt7t 3 ^"^imi U) * 
’39sre ^ srpror ^ ^ m*rt iw^rrr »ro fr^k ^ 
Wlrfll ^TT*V, TOi ftdM. 9 ’3PT*ft I96H ^ 
31^331 WIT *FT. 31T- 13K 3 ^mShOsW aft TT^tR ^Trfr 

t 3T^ft:- 

■S^f arfinj^TT *' qffl 3 W'TPI (1 > t 

(m) ^ srtfrj ^ arcnfa wi wt 33 *r 

^IFR r-TM^tfRild yfalV'JI T^t ■anftft artft:- 

"33. ad. **t. fainfl 1 , M -3r%^m f^l^arfR" 

ajrapf. 

HSIfH’ ^TTtjf *JHK<b 
*f£!faHfTT9, 

tft 

[WBW ^-110)3/1 /Q07-'R IC’WT-1 ) 3 
ttr ajwr «T^q 

(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 15th September, 2008 

S. G. 2688.—Vi hereas in pursuance of the provision 
of sub-section (l){b) of Section 3 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of1956) Dr. OP. Tmari, Professor, 
Mahatma Gandhi Memorial Medical College, Indore, a 
member of the faculty of Medicine, Devi Ahilya 
Vishwavidyalaya, Indore has been elected by the Council 
of Devi Ahilya Vishvravidyalaya to be a member of the 
Medical Council of India for five years with effect from 
date of issue of this notification. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance ofthe provision of the 
sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Acl, the Central 
Government hereby makes the following further 
amendment in the Notification of the Government of India 
in the then Ministry of Health number S.O. I3S dated the 
9th January, l%0. namely:- 

In the said Notification, under the heading. 'Tlccled 
under clause (b) of sub-section (I) of section 3", against 
serial number 33, the foil owing entries shall be substitut'd, 
namely:— 


[Part II—Sec. 3(iffl 

l *33 Dr, OP. Tiwari, Devi Ahilya Vishwavidyalaya 1 * 

Professor 

Mah atma □ and h i M cniorial 
Medical College, Indore 

[No. V. I IO13'ia0O?-Mli(P-[)l 

S.K. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

((flittm afft MDam ■tic-uiuj favni) 

M fWr. 23 iwn=^r r im 

^rr. stt. 56S9.- w*rt fr=rf^ 25 ^r, am 
iioi2/-i79/:f>nfi-T^ {ifr-Ei^srifrrer 
wfterc tJ Kg ^>m Fl (wht-j) if ^ 

SH^in titiT Pi^rdf^d ci j 1 f^v^TT r j 

ri -Q% TgF TTRTflnro #q| ^k 

Tlf^lHH fTp it HfiilMM 

■Sd.^iis.Hl ^ H ft Ml jJH CTKT1) [Mh J 

oh^fl|P 4 >FH^ 1 . 

HTsttrH 

TrfTTf^rT ?5T=ff ^ ^ ^ 2009 V 

W!rai TO tjth vi KT I m 

f^4N-^rg ^Siqfjq i 

[■fl. I2012--379/200*-^ (■*■■»)! 

K^Th 3^ Kff^ 

([>epartmcm of I lea Ith in LI Fam ily Welfare) 
Corrigendum 

New Ddhi : Uic23rd KeplernbLT, 200ft 

S,0. 26#9. —] n fw H jy J mod if Icati uniothEs Mi nistry h s 
Notification No.U ] 20 [2 f '379,2f>00^ML| Pd]) darted 2Jlh Junt 
200E P under the heading ’Abbreviation for Registfalioir 
[in column f3) J, the conditions mentioned ihere in may be 
replaced by the following [latncly.- 

"This shall be a rccopwed medical qualification 
when granted hy Manipal Imtversily (Formerly 
known ai Mantp^E Academy nf Higher Lducation) 
(Deemed University ) Mauipal, Karnataka when 
granted in or before the year 2009 in respect of 
students trained at KasEurha Medical College. 
Mainpal, Katmaiakj ^nd Ka&turba Medical College. 
Mangalore, Kamatakn." 

Etemaining contents nj'die Notification ihal] remain 
unchanged. 

| N o. U. 12{) 1 2ti-79n0tfo M ]=( |>-11 )] 
N. E1AR1K, Under Secy. 
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*im iifrtFf sftr *nroni 

(ifci uft^T ftrflm) 

15 2MB 

^ an, i%o ^ 

4 ^ ^1*T qiiV^ Tta nfteten *fffl¥PT H 1958 
11958 ^T 3frfMNw TR. 44} ^ WJ 4 OTT ^ 

+f*i<n*i ^ Ivtw 1 -9-2008 ^ 

■dlpHUnj ^^1^ w-w, V,n^fiHi ? 1 2008 

^ ^ ^ 3Rfe ^ fd^ 0^4 ^kin ^ q Md ¥: 

srf^facT t j— 

L 3ft T^tF. 3fl^l afa TIW fl^h, *iWil 

fm Mnlz i 

2 - ?ft 4 l"-y*Ki TFW^ R^ti, **£&. fe. I 

3. sfrTnt A Pi^rwsiwnri faifVn 1H i 

4 tL ^ifliT ^iPw* ^f*T i 

1 tf Vtf. ip. gR p Hgwfiw , mtfto ^T I 
h ^51 HR ^ ^W, *Hiwna P 'tvid ^piMi 1 

U s ^fiF ^ rft ^rf^qftrET ^r Irq i 

[m ip ip-1801 i ;i /200fM*tr ^l 

R, ’sfc ffrartt^ J 3R +fhq 

MINISTRV OF SHIPPING, ROAD TRANSPORT AND 
HIGHWAYS 

(DcpirtmcntorShrpptng) 

New Delhi, the 15th September, 2008 

S, O, 2690. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 4 of the Merchant Shipping Act,] 958 (44 of 
195B) read with Rule 4 of the National Shipping Board Rules, 
1960 and in continuation of this Ministry's Notification of 
even nidnber dated I-9-2O0S, the Central Government hereby 
notifies the names of the following six Members of the 
National Shipping Board for a period of two years with 
effect from 1st September, 2008— 

}. ShriS_Hai^ Chairman A Managing Director, Shipping 
Corporation of India Ltd 

1 Shri Atul AgarwaJ* Joint Managing Director, Mercator 
Lines Ltd. 

3. Shri Y. D. Khatau, Managing Director, Varun Shipping 
Co. Ltd. 

4. Dr. Shanti Pale l President, N ational U n ion of Seafarers 
oflndia- 

5. Shri S. S. Khan, General Secretary, The Maritime Union 
of India, 

6. Dr, M.K. Pandhe h Vice President, Forward Seamen's 
Union of India. 


Names of the remaining six Members of the Board will be 
notified in due course. 

EF.No.SS-^Mil/h2M8-SL| 
A. K. TEWARJp Dy. Secy. 

18 ftHWt, 2008 

H. OT. 2691,—Fwiwil, i960 ^ 
ftm 4 ^ HW '4% 1958 

(1958 ^1 atfirfWI *1 44) ^ TO 4 5im^T[ fllWR 

*h*k p tOTgKi r I I*w4t» 2008 W 

ift arafa 1 ?tr ~mi T tfi?T ^ p fenf 

wfw s— 

l + ^ tft. t4r*i p I 

^ JFIT ^ fNrrjk ^IHtpPR, tfta TrffrFT, 

TnTOFf | 

4. PfMPt ( 

5. ^ ’ot , gw l 

v. TFjhr ^twr, t 

g atiHreT h <r»Wn ftnwi 4 i 

9, ajcqm r Tpfl^ tM RtiIh^ i 

10 . tf. tpi tR wnft, snarg* 5it. ip. ^r. jtr 
arfempj tpf i 

fKFTf ^ mir ^ ^rt i 

[m t* Tjtt TO‘I8011/1/2008-TO Pflj 

^ sJM 

New Delhi, (he 18th September, 2008 

S* 0.2691.— In exercise of (he powers conferred by 
Section 4 of the Merchant Shipping ActJ 958 (44 of ] 958} 
read with Rule 4 of the National Shipping Boord Rules, 
19fiO F the Central Government hereby establishes ihe 
National Shipping Board for a period of two years with 
effect from 1st September, 2008 consisting of the following 
Member?:— 

] Capt P.V.K Mohan, Chainmn. 

Z Additional Secretary & Financial Adviser, Ministry 
of Shipping, Road Transport & J-lighways. 

3. Joint Secretary (Shipping), Department of 
Shipping. 

4. Joint Secretary, Department of Commence. 
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5, Dcpur- Chief of Nival Staff. 

(L Dircclu-t Genera! of Shipping, 

7, Director,NationnJMaritiine Academy,Chennai. 

8. Chairman t.'( mi 1 : n Sh inyand L im tied. 

9 Chairtnarv P-iitii.e P->ji Limited. 

10. Prof N, M ^aniaswittny. Chairman, Prof. NM.R, 

Found/. J.'-4 iv^esivfi and Development, Coimbwtwe. 

N.<rv« of rtm c.nainir's Members of the Board will be 
notified in dim course. 

[F,Nn. SS- UM)I i/1'200R-SL] 

_ A.K.TEWARI,Dy.Xecy. 

wtireiT tnrnTd 

-ft ifafa 22 fttdMt, 2008 

■3KT. j? $ falelT W& fa 

(affa ilVf pi.-t/.ti) falfalR, |957( 1957 ^1 20) VRT 7 

Hi*nr i i ) 4 apfa far mittr 4 wct faraR 

^ fapjsR: rr. iTT, 1625, Ttrfte 28 atfar, 2006 3KT 

XiO STlit t* TP VI. RFT n, ifa 3 , sms* (ji),7H*(3 29 
31$^, 2006 *? '.Jti,ifjfifi Rfr s*, sno * fifPT 

* *tqi Ifarfa Tft37*xjfRRRi7P7Rifa 

^rfr stfwt* 4 faR Rfa "4 .soft aroR Rtt ipm ijt fa 

fa TRPT faVfaf 4 iSRFi fai|ffaH R>f yRI 8 ^ 

ai^Htui P fafa IRtFlT 4\ « ftRT2 i tl f : 

fa WWR RTT, ffaj TR ffan Rfa ^ 
fa HcIdH VtRSTI H '-l/IRVl Rfa 4 NSHkf "7? 
W-Ifi W W f ,, faTR Ff W fafa 254.) 5 

faCT (ePPOT) RT 628,03 TRT5 ( eTWl) rtr *F?t ^ fa 
1 JT1T tjfti x? tjt th xr ^ nrf| iTTN'w 3nfVln Rdn '»ii^ mf?v, I 

3Ri sir ^fanr , fa^T yp^r fa (3rtR /fa 
feR) .JriyfTmt, 1957 (I9S7 RF 20) ^ (fHt 9 W\ 
FRAR! (1 ) STTI U<TrT TlfWci'-if FI falR RPR ^ RF «hH u II 
<h<nl ?, foi Tf gf^Rf 25^,15 ft*** {ePl^PT) 

628-03 tIFT <^ 1 ( Pr) PPT ^pHt 'jfp ^ Ft F7T xr 4 TRTTI 
StfbW fxrn 'FB f l 

TH ATfNTi^FT 4 327PfF -STM ^ 'ifa 4. 77#ft 

FT. Rt, -l \i) .||i-'TrfanW7-7f)0-0508 cIRha 21 x^. 2008' 

*rf ^ f wp?> 4 ^p#rr tt * 1^1 

WK, I WjffTTrT ?ITP T$Z. <FW*H1 (1^-700 001 ) 4 
grrafcpr ft yt * 7 ^ fTR?g 

^t^,fef7flt?Tlp(T ! xiFTg7-490 W\ ( H^FOV) ^ 

■r f^n xjiT i»j^n i 1 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)} 

Unfair- l 3fan*iw 73¥ 

Hwfl (fa 

fhrai t^xjT ( H^UT^) 

CtofaFf, Tff-! C^)/ni'xrfaR 3 nv 760-0508 tit*® 21 ^i, 

2048) 

jWffaiR: 


m 

n 

TTR 

^TTO 

^■4U1 

HFHIeT 

tor 

fa 

\iu\m 

1- 


li 

xfatfT 


sail 

VPT 

1 

HI si 

M 

'^trr 


4a 65 

WT 

X 


II 



IBL60 

'm 

4 

^7 

(^Rf) 

10 

^7171 

xfajl 

!44.?y 



fa ; 254.15 ^57 (FIWT) 

R1 


628-03 C^RRXT) 

UTR T^faTT 7 f arffa RTt W Wteitfdi: 

87, 88,89,90, 91.92,97.98/1,98/2,98/3, 99, 100, 101, 
102, 103/1, 103/2, 104-1. 104,'2, 104/3, 105, 106, 107, 
108, 109. 110/], 1KP2. IIO/3, 111, 112, 113, 1)4. 115, 
)lfi/l, 116/2,’0S^(41TIT) l 

HR Tf 4 tPrfi 1 flKt^ Rr tMii fttsfai: 

132, 137, 138, 139, I4D4, 140/2, 140/3, 141, 142, 143, 
144, 145, 146, 147/1, 147/2, 148/1, 148/2, 162, 163, 
RFT)l 

TIPI d-il jit Otfdfa f4i v ipr fafe TtlsSnS: 

134, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156.HS^(HPl)l 

HPT mi- 5 \( {iJFl) if Slffa fett xnt Kile -Htmicri; 

46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51,52, 53, 54, 55, 56/1, 56/2, 56/3, 
56/4, 57, 58, 59, 60. 61,62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 6?, 68. 69, 
70, 71, 72,73, 74, 75, 7Iv1,76/2, 77, 78/1 ,78/2,79. 80, 
81/1, 61/2, 81/3, 82, 83.84,85-1.85/2, 86/1.86/2,86/3, 
464, 466/1 ,466/2, 466/3,466/4,466.'5,466/6.467. 468, 
469,470, 471,472, 473. 4?4. 475,476. 4??. 478, 479, 
480,4fi], 482,483, 484, 485, 48<>, 4«7, 488, 489, 490, 
491,492 ^TFRT(RFT) I 
fluf-lt 

XF-^: fat “H" 4 faR Flcfl f fa W fafat 
87, 89 4\ XFF* faff ^ HW-HPt UTR tfaiuji t 
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$ uraniTO ^s»l"ii (ts£I) h>1 
HfinftW <H*u Tl TR Wt t ^ Til* «wi w, 
ttf HlfftTfal HTCft f 3ifo HR HR 

^**41^56/1,56/2, 36/3, 36/4,35, 54, 53, 
S2, 51,50, 46 Hf) *nstl *bfl ^ *W ^i<tl $ sift 
*S4TtnTHR?ftt,lHTT W 491,492,464, 

466/5 Hft HTSft ^ *1* ’^IRft $ *‘«" TT 
fal#t I 

‘s-H: tat upt (wt) ^ tfwifa* 

466/5,466/2,467,468,469 Hft HlFft TtlHI ^ *I*T 
Tdi ^ ti^n t Pn Wc Wwi 471 4*t 

Htyft *Ni hi w*r 'Snfl 1 hpt sfo 

4^4? ^ 1T1H tflni TR ^ n*u 

HPT H^|3H ^ffe tuwm> 156, 152, l34,H?lH18ft 
^rfhn ^ *w y jH/fi f aflr *5H? hr Hsrrft t) far 

Ttf Rlftt fllni ^ TM 'flufl ^ TUP hi$1 ^ 
Mritii #1163 Pft HTfff TfWl Hi W*T HRfr ^ 

“h" ht ftrarft $ i 

H-HT; tar**T1* J63, 162, 147/1, 147/2, 148/2, 
140/3,Hit 416(1 tflHI *1* WH RTSf T^PCHEll 

|,*^TKHiTSftt WWhb 137, 132 Hft 

HT5Tt TfotT ^ *l*t Will t sfa HIP PTSt H+N 
Hft Pf*Pt^(T TUP ptPI HSt PIT PiPft ftPT 
PTTO 116/2, 116/1, 103/2, 103/1,98/3,98/1, 
97,92,91,87, pft PiFrt iflu pip ^jprrft t stir 
stnfw “q;" it fq^rfr t1 

[Pd #H. 43015/6/2005- T ft.3TR3ll£p«F^-| ] 

Tjp p^i^hr, aflPT pfap 

MINISTRY OF COAL 

New Delhi, the 22nd September, 2008 

S.O. 2692—Whereas, by the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Coal, number 
S. O. 1625 dated the 28th April, 2006, issued under sub¬ 
section (l) of Section 7 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), 
(hereinafter referred to as the said Act) and published in 
the Gazette of India, Part-ll, Section-3 sub-section (ii), dated 
the 29th April, 2006, the Central Government gave notice 
of its intention to acquire the lands and all rights in or over 
such lands in the locality specified in the Schedule 
appended to that notification; 

And, whereas, the competent authority in pursuance 
of Section 8 of the said Act, has made his report to (he 
Central Govern ment; 


And, whereas, the Central Government after 
considering the report aforesaid and after consulting the 
Government of Maharashtra, is satisfied that the lands 
measuring 254,15 hectares (approximately) or 62B.03 acres 
(approximately) and all rights in or over such lands as 
described in die Schedule appended hereto, should be 
acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (I) of Section 9 of the Cod Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957(20of 1957), the 
Central Government hereby declares that the land 
measuring 254,15 hectares (approximately) or 628.03 acres 
(approximately) and all rights in or over such lands as 
described in the Schedule are hereby acquired. 

The plan bearing number C-l (E)/l 11/JIM R/760- 0508 
dated the 21st May, 2008 of the area covered by this 
notification, may be inspected in the office of the Collector, 
Chandrapur (Maharashtra) or in the office of the Coal 
Controller, t, Council House Street, Kolkata (Pin 700 001) 
or in the office of the Western Coalfields Limited (Revenue 
Department), Coal Estate, Civil Lines, Nagpur - 440 001 
(Maharashtra). 

SCHEDULE 

YEKONA -1 OPENCAST BIjOCK 
MAJRl AREA 

DISTRICT -CHANDRAPU R (MAHARASHTRA) 

(Plan number C-1 (E)/ll I/I JMR/760-0508 dated the 21st 
May, 2008). 

All Rights 


SI. 

No. 

Name 

of 

vjjlage 

Patw&ri 

circle 

Ma 

TalisiJ District Area Remarks 
in 

Hectare* 

01 

Yckona 

11 

Warora Chandrapur 50.11 

Part 

02 

Marda 

ii 

Warora Chandrapur 40.65 

Part 

Q3 

Wanoja 

H 

Warora Chandrapur lft.60^ 

Pan 

04 

Charur 

(Khari) 

10 

Warora Chandrapur 14479 

Pan 


Total area; 254,15 hectares (approximately) 
Of 62 8,03 acres (approximately) 


Plot numbers acquired in village Yckona: 

87.88,89,90.91,92,97.98/1,98/2,98/3,99,100,101, <02. 
103/1,103/2,104/1,1042.104/3,105,106,107,104k 109.110/1, 
1 10/2,110/3,111, 112,113,114.115,116/1,1Ifitt.Road(PartX 



Flat numbers acquired in village Manda; 

132,137, J3G, 139,140/1, ]40/2, J40/3 J4|, I4Z <43,144, 145, 
146,147/], 147/2,148/], 1W2, 162,163 h Road (Part), 

Plot numbers acquired in vll I age Wanoja r 

134,152,153, 154,155, 156. Road (Part). 

PJot numbers acquired in village Charur (Khati): 

46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56/1, 56/2, 56/3, 
56/4, 57,5S h 59,60,61 E 62,63*64,65,66,67.68,69,70,7 L 72, 
73,74,75,76/1,7^77,7^1,78/2,79, *0, 81/1,81/2, 81/3, 
82, S3.84,85/I, 55-2, Sfr'l> 86-Z E6/3, 464,466/1, 466/2, 466/3, 
466/4 h 466 J 5,466/6*467 + 468, 469,470,47!, 4 72,473,474 L 4 75, 
476,477,478,479,480,481,482,483,484*485.486,487,4BS, 
489,490,49I h 492* Rudd (Part). 

Boundary description : 

A-B: Line starts from point A 1 through village Yckona 

and passes along the outer boundary of plot 
numbers 87, 89, and crosses common village 
boundary of villager Yekona and Charur (Khati) 
then proceeds through village Charur (Khati) 
along the outer boundary of plot number 861. 
crosses road then proceeds along Ihe ouier 
boundary of plot numbers 56/l h 56/2, 56/3, 56/4, 
55, 54 T 53, 52* 51 h 50, 46 and crosses road then 
proceeds along the outer boundary of plot 
numbers 491 H 492,464,466/5 and meets al point 
l B\ 

B-C: Line passes through village Charur (Khali) along 

the outer boundary' of plot numbers 466/5,466 2. 
467. 468 > 469 crosses road then proceeds along 
the outer boundary of plot number 471, crushes 
common village boundary of villages Charur 
[Khati) and Wanoja, then proceeds through 
village Wanoja along the outer boundary of plot 
numbers 156, 1 52, 134, crosses road and pro^LTds 
along (he outer boundary of road in village 
Wanoja, iben proceeds through village Maid a 
along the outer boundary of plot number 163 and 
meets at point *C'. 

C-D: Line passes through village Marda along with 
the outer boundary of plot number 163 h 162.147/1, 
E47/2, 148/2, 140/3, crosses road then proceeds 
along the outer boundary of plol numbers 137. 
132 h crosses common village boundary or villages 
Marda and Yekona then proceeds along the outer 
boundaryofplotnumbers 116-2, l Id'! r 103/2,103 L 
98/3, 98/L 97, 92, 91. 87, and meets at starting 
pomfA'. 

|F,No.4301J/6/2005- PHtlW-l] 
M. SHAHABUDECN, Under Sees, 


[Pabt fl St.c.3tii)f 

M f^t. 22 f^T^T, 21 m 

^7T, OT, 2693— TIT^TT W wRr Wtr % far 
if ^fp^r'sict aafrora 

Rft f ; 

3^ J 7TTFR. RT7RJ W3) (<ff3=r WT 

1957 f 195? RH 20) (f^ THR T«^ 
^ 3lftrfRRR RnR RSIT F ) 3$ RTTT 4 *RRTR ( 
sro y*5,in ^ilVvj'f ^tt ipn 7 ? ‘t'<n ffii, ^r 1^3 o 
t J^S 9TJT 3TH ^ 3T'=pf ST1?R ^t-TT teff ? : 

W w, rr rtr sjr ;?n twrtr'. Vr. 

^./S736 tllfha 3 20 <>« WfRRSRT tjTpT RiRSreMq; 

wft) f risr viif*i'i t 3 to^ f^rrr 

'ii-snn, <FW7 , 7T*ft 7 TT R^-Hdl I, 

+£Ji, *nl!n=niiir-70<> (J(J I R. R^TCifrtR R RTfsCT 
wf, <£ (Wnhfj r fim m wrfi £ i 

3R ^ ^r=ft ^jf=r ^ wti 

W aifvftiw ^TT 1 3 ^TVTTTC 7) ^ 

■iwif, ^1 jiH ^ LJ-HI•'r-i ^JTt 

(irfra ^ f^r ^ stm tpq “wiWw . 

Wt ^iWt sWi^d Tjir?QfHi 

<7*41*1 7ilo^7 '-HWi, HlV vN'ITs, *fj*rclf CRT 


^7^ 7L , 200S 


5TR UTR 

71 


TTT. 7T- 

f^HvU 

SH^'-h-n fe^Tt 

if T? 

1. 

#T 

Sf.W 



1611 

409 


1 



52350(1 

7TTT? 

232 

94 

■HRT 

3‘ 



43(KH> 


34* 

140 

HFl 

4 


^TtTRI 

524WKI 

7P^ 

2545 

\m 

RR 

5. 

’J/ilM 

^ITRI 


TT^RT^ 

h 

22 

9 


6. 


^q| 

- 

WT^ 

774 

313 

^TTTT 


W* -J93G |W5 

(?PWI) fwwi) 


#RI rqq<u| 

Tlil (^sTR ’ ^ -WRR t 3?TT pri 

TJFT ^ RWT RPT TT jKtft ^ ^ tf7 f-MHcfl 
$ I 
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w-»r tw m ^ w* «tm it jp# ^ ^ 

iqpiTf*7l’ 

"n-v ^wi T fn' r> ^Rpf ^ff *n»r VI sto *j*«rx 

H«) J I TIFT f*F5 * W* TT furirfl f' I 

^HI ^ fl 1 !?! «1 hi ^ ^ fl'j l ? 1 

mftwifrt i 

fc5n*t$mnM otam $ fiiV^ 1 IT rnnctl 
* J 

[*Ft Ttem 43015/1 1/2003-tfm^.^i-i] 

Tnnj^fa, awntf^ 

New Delhi, the 22nd September, 2008 

S,0, 269$ —Whereas, it appear to the Central 
Government that Coal is likely to be obtained bom the 
lands in the locality mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

SCHEDULE 

SAYAN G SOUTH BLOCK. MAND RAIGARH COALFIELD 
DISTRICT RAIGARH, CHHATISGARH 

Pbn bearing number DG/S736 dated the 3rd July, 2Q0B 


$L 

NO, 

VI. 

Than*/ 

Tehsil 

vaL 

No. 

District 

Area 

in 

Acres 

Area 

in 

Hectares 

Remarks 

l 

SAYANG 

korba 

524300 

RAIGARH 

1011 

409 

Part 

2 

DBGURDIH 

KARTALA 

523500 

RAIGARH 

232 

94 

Part 

3 

SHUDMA 

KORBA 

43000 

RAIGARH 

346 

140 

Part 

4 

i 

SIMKEDA 

KOREA 

524000 

RAIGARH 

2545 

1030 

Part ■ 

5 

EL0G 

KORBA 


RAIGARH 

22 

9 


6 

FOREST 

KORBA 


RAIGARH 

774 

313 

Pari 


TOTAL 4900 T955 

_ (approximately) _ (approximately) 

BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION 

A-B The line ttort at point * A" in the forest and passes through middle part of Sayang village and meets point 'IT. 

BC The line passes through middle part of village Dengurdih and meets point l C in the western part of village 

Shudma. 

OD The Ime turned towards South Eastern part of village Simkeda and meets point + D 7 on the edge of village E3og. 

D-A The line dim and meet point h E k at the edge af forest boundary. 

E-A The line passes through in the forest and meets point 1 A* in the forest. 


Now, therefore, in exercise ofthe powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisitim; aid Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1967) (herein¬ 
after referred to as the said Act), the Central Government 
hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal therein; 

The plan number DG/A73G dated the 3rd July. 2008 of 
the area covered by this notification can be inspected at 
(he office of Chief General Manager (Exploration Division), 
Central Mine Planning and Design Institute, Gondwana 
Place, Kanke Road, Ranchi or at the office of ihe Coal 
Controller, l. Council House Street, Kolkala or ai the office 
ofthe District Collector, Raigarh, Chhattisgarh, 

Alt persons interested in the land covered by this 
notification shall deliver all maps, charts and other 
documents referred in sub-section (7) of Section 13 ofthe 
said Act to the Chief General Manager (Exploration 
Division), Central Mine Planning and Design Institute, 
Gondwana Place, Knnke Road, Ranchi within ninety days 
from the date of publication of this notification 


[F.No. 43015/11/200B-PRIW4] 

M SHAHABUDEEN, Under Secy 
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^ 22 fal***, 2008 

W. JLT, 2694— +iw»(i *0 uni(i tfftU f Hi 
-s fird TsTH ^ ^i<«ni 3(fMTir t fT'faTJ 

W=H[ f ; 

34?T: 3R, *ITW 3^1 

f^FW) euf^HR, 1957 t !9S7 20) (frrt ^ ^ 

w^T5?t aftitwr ^fi ttjtt $) 3?t wr 4 tfL f i) 

5TCT TRnT Tlfomf mih ^ $ 4^ 3=1 

"^Sr®! 31^ 4im<i ^"f[ ^?ff $ ‘ 

IW3lfV^j^TT^ STlTifiT^^ Sfa^rtwftni 'St 

^t./873? nrite 3 OB 7>1 Fulsj^t ^en he iy^tI3i 

(tt^tjt IJtTTTf), ^c=T ’qipi KHFfHT $wU*y 

‘■Tern'll ^iVi ill m’lncii fiPT?Rl, ] , o^i-dTVici 

(■»« t^li, «t>Vi>*imi—7QOOQ1 ^ <W*lf(TR *IF rWcii 
Trans, ®iil«'i4 ^ 4 ’farar *n trycit f \ 

^ ■SRT'ffr njftr ^ fN^ Tntf 

W^(T^!T afffUPHtf ^rL *4PT 11 ^ft String (7 ) if 

F*ft ^wif, wi^f artr 3 p*t <wi^T ^i auPsrq^n ^ 
y^rvr-f ^ wrg ^ ^ frr ^ *^g^iisi!raiFF(iT37f' t n 
SW), TTT^T t^lR’JI fe«-T SiJI^el ilU-^MI 
Tt^j fM "Tf ^T#rr I 

Till HPif <wi<it, *1 i -( R. l/'H'ia ^jTWT -Ts 1 
fWii—li*f<i«, wmln'lrn 
mf* Tj. ^M/8737 TTtte $ 2008 


^4 UlH *W 7JT, TT. ’fen ‘tH'+.tf ^RTF^l f^FTt 
Tf. Eie«lti fer 








1. WTTT 

^TRt 


327.35 

132,47 


2. farr 


Wl^ 

1259,8) 

S09.84 

^FT 

3. i?*ir 


524300 WTI 

2529,54 

1073.70 

'fPT 

4. ^iOhK 

ism 


902,70 

365 

XTPT 

5 . 

Wli-qr 

321600 TIW 

486.07 

[^70 

WT 







(v 7TRT^5T 


Tm% 

49.60 

20,0? 

^TPl 

7, 



148.79 

60,21 

■tirn 

i ?a 



5703,86 

2308.00 





<*W»PT) 

{W78®r) 


ttHtt Rw ui 


^■-75 twi^FT’nrrr 3n irNn' 3^ f^TT 

^ TRfT vrn, 3fTVJ 3107 ^ TTKq »IPT ff ^TSTTlft t I 
■a-Tr fcn s/rci tjpt ^ Tftoo 'rfr^nlr hpt £ ipr^ p 
vt 'Ti'frjTTTft^mLt i 


n-fi t^n 7R ^ ^ "g^riT 155 fro xim ^ wr 

^ W' TTfa?rtf $ 1 

tai gsar wot Tim ^ m ‘*’ 

'n PiHtf) & 1 

[’SI TTaJT- 4301 5/1 Z/IOON-^.OTtani^^-l} 
i$\. Wr^R, 

New Delhi, ihe Z:?nd Scpfembtr + 200^ 

S.O 2694--whereas, it appears to (he Central 
Government that Coal is likely to be obtained from the lands in 
the locality mentioned in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

Now> therefore, in exeirisc oMhc powers conferred 
by sub-section ^1) of Section 4 of the Coal Rearing Areas 
(Acquisitions and Development Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) 
(hereinafter referred to as the said Actl, the Central 
Government hereby gives; notice of its intention lo propped 
for coal therein; 

The plan number LXj^, 7'_'7 dated the 3rd July, 2008 of 
the area covered by this notification can be inspected at 
the office of Chief General Manager (Exploration Division). 
Central Mine Planning 311 d Design Instirule, trcmdwjHia 
Placc H Kanke Road, Ran;hi or at (he oCtlce of the Coal 
Controller, ], Council! Inn sc Street, Kolkaiaortu the office 
&fthe District Collector, Raigarh, ChuttLsgiirh. 

All persons interested in ihc land covered by [hi* 
notification shall deliver it)l maps, chans and oilier 
documents referred to in .sulv*e t LLori (7'J of Seel ion 13 of 
the said Act lo the Chief Gen oral Manager {Exploration 
Division), Central Mine Planning rmd Design Institol^. 
Gondwana Place, Kan kc Road, Ranch) within ninety days 
from the dale of publication uf ihLs rjyl ificaiion. 

sns rs>\:ut\ 

CHIRA NORTJL WEST fil OCK. MAN I.) RAIGARH 
COALFIELD. niSI RIC I RAlGAREI, 

CTIHA'I ISGARIl 

Plan number ITO8737 dated cii^r ^rd JuK 2 W>S 
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BOUNDARY DHSCRIH i< >N 

A-D fhc line start ai pi?=!ii 'A' m village h'iog and 
passes through sou'hern pail of Chita, nuddic 
pan Shudma vjfiugc. 



[«OTU~VS 3(ii)] 

B-C The line puses through south-western port of 
village Boro and meets point *c l in the forest area. 

C-D The line crossed the forest, meddle pert of 
Shudtna and Chira village and meets point 'D‘ in 
the village Ek?g, 

D-A The line turn* and meets point ‘A’ at the Northern 
edge of the village Elog. 

(FileNo.430l5fl2/20O8-PRlW-I] 
M SHAKABUDEEN, Under Secy. 
^ 22 ftRTO, 2008 

%| f ttT. 2695^ v"5?^ TTtTTt tg saIci aid! ^ J**> 

ttoj 4 afrfiRafl +lu«i aiflniral^ 
*rff y^nHi i ‘ t 

wtt «w> w tfcr (3i*T atl7 

f^m) 1957 (1957 ^1 20) ^ 

f) iff) mi 4 C 1 ) 

5TO TRW ^*f Tsrsftri ^rrtf H *SF 

^ antd 3TOT tfiRT "^tft f ; 

Ta Stf^tJ^TT ^ SF?pfa 3t^ ^TFl kN i'taiV. 

ti ^1. «ft./08735 flrfta 3 08 *1F1- 

irtqr T'TFT), 1&^5T m¥=T kuN'l T&S \t-4\i-i 

ifl=g*lFn rte, iNt’n +VIWI 1 h4*+>^t 

VH*JIcW, 1 1 Hiwliin ^lifl ^|t, ^iWl'him 1) ^11*4^1*1 3*ir fttll 
iiTpj, oniln'ii ^ gufea 4 ffliOl % I 

jh atPaq^Tn^ sRpfa sra^ml *jPr^ IftTOTPfl 
mi i3^^itro(7) 4 faffed 
"opt jAi 3p? ^kii^I ^rt Ta aaftraj^r ^ Tn*9T ^ 
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Rmwi 

^T-^[ t?3T C 1 ?^) ^PRJ 4> ‘^f 1 ^ ^ t 

tew otR 4> nnj *tFt 6 ^patcfl atwi ^1 oft 

■®-tj tOf 7TCTTI XTR 4> MfifVfl VTFT ^ 'Jflttfl 

fai urai $4* "aaim or .^1 m. 

3?IT tWA wn ^ fsiil^ t< Prj'a'a! f*ienil t I 
1 T-'aJ 4«in "4iff <911^ ft?r t t 

toil ^OlS/KMMOS-^atpaT^S^-ll 
l?l awt 

Hew Delhi, the22nd September, 200K 

S^O- 265S*—whereas, it appears to the Central 
Government that Coal is likety to be obtained from the 
lands in the locality mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

Now t therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisitions and Development) Act, 3957 (20 of 1957) 
(hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Centra) 
Government hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect 
for coal therein; 

The p]an bearing number DG/8735 dated the 3rd Jn ly n 
2Q0E of the area covered by this notification can be inspected 
at die office of Chief General Manager (Exploration Division), 
Central Mine Planning and Design Institute, Gondwana 
Place, Kanke Road, Ranchi or at the office of the Coal 
Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkolaor at the office 
of the District Collector, Raigarb, ChattiEgath. 

All persons interested in the land covered by this 
notification shall deliver all mops, charts and other 
documents referred in sub-section (7) of Section 13 of the 
said Act to the Chief General Manager (Exploration 
Division), Central Mine Planning and Design Institute, 
Gondwana Place, Kanke Road, Ranchi within ninety days 
from ihe date of publication of this notification. 

SCHEDULE 

SAYANG NORTH BLOCK, MAND RAIGARII 
COALFIELD DISTRICT RAIGARR 

chhatisgarh 

Plan bearing number DG/8735 dated the 3rd July 2008 
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TUB GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 27,2<X>8/ASVINA 5,1930 [Part fl—Sec.3<ii>] 


BOUNDARY DESCRIFflON 

A-B The line start at point * A’ in the forest and passes 

through middle part of Chirhut village and meets 
point ‘B 1 in the village Sarsadeva. 

B-C The line passes through western part of village 
Sarsadeva and meets point *C* in the forest. 

C-D The line turned and the forest Sarsadeva and 
Sayang village crossed and meets point l D' or 
the edge of forest Kosiari 

D-A The line turn and meet point 1 A' gain in C he forest, 

[File No 43015/1 (V2006-PR! W-l] 

_ M. SHAHABUDEEN, Under Secy, 

hih^ , am ftiTO iei v 

(ftr*rn) 
tlPillJi lllUfc djjfl 
T? 4 frkfMt., 2008 

3*1. 2696,-'*¥TiiN fjpTR ] yg .7 ^fpriT 

7 ^ 4HPttw (o -<$ w. 'itjTTTTT tf iqrtrhr 

qttsu i fSR WZft Ttiw ^ 

[Wp TTSf ^ Wife V TftJ.f!- 

_____ 

l 4ITffR ^ VTTTffa ■ J TTT?> TOlfqTT 

MT WfFr 6TTT Flfa 

^ npra jJKM ^H*f, 

^ W FT, ^TT 
3TT7 ^ 

in_ ti)_ m __ m " _[T7 

I :+mfl5n (:77?r.VjUS 6773:1978 3 1 =5^5, 

ri#rafe?. 

^rfiiN HM^t- y Itf^f HTTTHT MK^r ^J7T r ’ t fPT^ 

-^=^r^RTTf ]()noz.sHt^ 

^ *1^, tTEfj ^trrgr # v.: 

STTCTFT, 

^Fry, T n^n, ^ cT«n H.f&m 

[^- LJ^dl^l (4,^-31 | 

tt. f «mfir) ^i^r. ( j 

ftTJMSTRY OK CONSUMER AFFAIRS. FOOD AM) 
riJUMC; DISTRIBUTION 
(Dcpa r cm iiit o l Con su mcr A ffa irs) 

BlJRl'ACOF ; r^DlAN STANDARDS 

Nc-^v C^elhiK L3i^-lrh September, 200S 
S. O, 1 69*.—I n p Lcr^LJiUK'C! o f c Inu s e f h) nf s u b- r u J c 
(Hot'Rule 7oftlii; [luivfluonndifln StandardsRules. 
tlie Bureau of Indian St^jihereby notifies th;jt die 
Indi an Slandards. pjriiculiir j 5 of uhith are '^ivt-n in (fie 
Schedule herein muiciied Jmvu- been established on the 
daLe ijidicatcd a^iitiM cacU: 


SGlEDLfU 


si. 

T4o. & Year t>f the 

N^. tt Yc^roftntliBii 

Date 

No. 

Indian Standard?. 

Statidard^, if any. 

or 


Esfablefied 

S’ u pei^gpd el by the 

i'-slab- 



hfuvv Indian StandEird 

li^bed 


0) C2J _<£>__ (4) 

] IS 6773:2008 r S 6 773:19 78 3 IJ u ly. 2f KW 

Sodium KLltcatc for 
use in fnundrit^- 
Spccitlcafiorr 
_Secon d revision^ 

Copy of the this Standard i.^ available for sale with 
the Bureau of Indian Standards. Manak Ffliawan, 9 Bahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg, Ne*v Delhi -! 10002 and Regional Offices; 
New Delhi, Kolkatta> Chandigarh- Chennai, Mumbai and 
also Branch Offices: Ahmeriahad. bangalore, Bhopal, 
Bhubaneshwar Coimbatore. G[[^iialiao. I [yderabad, Jaipur. 
Kanpur* Nagpur, Patna, Pune, Tliiruvanan[hfipLiram. 

[Ref M I'D 14/1-3 I f 

Dr r (M rs.) SN l£H R E j A r ['[. A r Se i tin iii L F'& 11 *ad( Met 

l J -ug^> 

A P^TTTT^rr, 2D0fc 

^it,aTT. J697,- MTW7I iTPT^T ^7] f^JTT 19^7 W 
Pwi 7 ^ ( 1 ) W' ^ f tsD ^ 3rjwi ts vittctitt 

^nA- ^rt ^tiA£Ki ^ t^; ^ 

*1IT^ (^*f) PTf % r 





~*W iTTftftRT *TRrfbT 

*A*3?\ 1 HM=h ^ J - 

t 

ifft -4t f^rfer 

WlN'l FIP] 
f¥tr 

<1) (2) 

■." 1 

- {4 i 

f 5TT^T L536;2fH>l 

ipH 

^ fxrrj, wh^-vi 
F^ r {’ftRj ^ ^ 
?R nr^q-^rpili^ 

C^tfi ^>,rn) 

Tiv-Yr* ; : 

!K ^l*?T. 200X 

: sn isar^wi 

^TeT, % xpt 

jTTT TJT friTP 

PT*R) RTF ^ 
qr^r .mhi 
C^piTl TfRF^Mj 

XPrTT^ r j 

\ -pri. 2nns 

■r 5t>rt<i, : j (itw 


FT ^7f 13f?T4 'Tvd'R TTR^ ^ WriR 


HM^' ^JTT ? HH* ^PFT.. 0 ^TTF jT^T -qrn, ^ 

RmV i 10(JU2 , ^FT^rarl^■. . "^I'.H^hMl 

°h 1 <U [H ■ J': :H f-h^P-TVT , H fr |^r y | ri 




WX 3(ii)] 


'irai^rn^nni: ftMHt 27, SooS/^rl^T 5> 1930 
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y^iwu, +Uh^, feraR, »ray t ^ry, ^mgr, 

tot, n*n Ruwn-digw 4 fSraft 3g ^rastr f i 

6/^~i o] 

w. (jftoffl) irai, t?p ijq uga ( hhtIi^i j 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008 
S. O- 2697 fc ™In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-role 
(l)of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the 
Indian Standards* particulars of which are given in the 
Schedule hereto annexed have been established on the 
date indicated against each: 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. &. Year ofihe 

No, A Year ofihe 

Date from 

No. todianStmdardfs) 

amendment 

which Ihc 

ainendtnent{SiJ 


amendment 
shall have 
effect 

CU (7) 

O) 

(4) 


1. ES 1536:2001 

Amendment 

23 August 2008 

CcmrifjgalLy 

No,2 

cast (spun) iron 
presstue pips tor 
waffle, gas and 
sewage (fourth 
revision) 

December 2003 


2 r IS 1336:2001 

.Amendment 

28 August 200* 

Ccmtrifugallj 

No,3 


■ cast (spun) iron 
pressure pipes for 
woffle, gas and 
sewage (fourth 
revision) 

July 2008 



Copy of the this Standard is available for sale with 
the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bharvan* 9 + Bahadur 
ShahZaiarMarg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: 
New Delhi, Kclkatta, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and 
also Branch Offices; Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, 
Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, 
Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, ThiruvanarLthapuram. 

[Ref. MTD6/T-10] 
Dr. (Mrs^SNEH BHATlAStientisrF^ 
Head (Met Engg.) 

M 4 feflTOT, 2008 

TOT* 3TT. 2698.— MTCnk ^ fpm, 1987 ^ 
IWT 7 ^ "3'tPTR ( 1) ^ TTO (^) ^ SFpKTi H 

^ foqr * l *wM ^ f :- 

_ 

^vR ifirflfhft Vi<dlq 

Tim (^t) ^ ^ TO afc erf *51 fafa 

^ TTbfev 

L 4923:1997 4-T^llMH Ttenr 4 r 25 3FIRI, 2005 

TFM ^ 2008 

^ WWW Tpfh 


^ ^ Trffprf ■HRdl*! uro **pt, rfw wr, 9 

RFf, M 1^ft-i (0002, sNfrr t M 

tow 

wig*, wp, ^ w t| 

^ iRHltt £ I 

[^i: wfcjt 

’El (MbtPn 'TT^,%T^TFF itpT^) 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008 
S-O- 698.—Ill pursuance of clause (h> of sub-rule 
(1) of Rule 7 of (he Bureau of Indian Standards Rubs, 1987. 
the Bureau fit Indian Standards hereby notifies that the 
Indian Standards, particulars of which are giv^n in the 
Schedule hereto annexed have been Ciiabiished on she 
date indicated against each: 

scheduie: 

SI. NOr & Year ofihe No. & Year of the i>»? from 
No. [ndian Suuidgrd^ aroendtneni which ihc 

unmdnicjil(s) dm^nipit 

shall have 
effect 

T 154923:1997 ~ ’TmendnTcM 2SAug^^m 

Hollow steel Nu.4 

sections for ^tructwaj July. 2008 

me^Specification 

(second revision) _ _ 

Copy of this Standard is available Fey sate with the 
Bureau of tndian Standards, Manak Bhavan + 9, Bahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Ollfces: 
New Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and 
also Branch Offices: Ahmedabad^ Bangalore, Bhopal, 
Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore. Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, 
Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, Thirovananthapuranr 

[Ref MTD 19/T-30i 
Dr. (Mrs.) SNEh BHATLA, Scicnti$fP'& Head(Mct Engg.) 
M 16 fttflTOL. 2008 

STT + 2699—Wfa RPW iTOT, 1987 ^ 
t^FT 7 ^TPrqq (1 ) ^ 'BE Ca) ^ ^ NR^fN 

«pl ^ fii HM4 r i'l 

tfilTuo ■MK114 ^ r MJ!cim RFF4T 

mwi HF-i-r i^if) ^51 'Q. 0RJ ^fcisrlHfl Mu 

7lh(^ WffP? HM4n 

^11 HM4»X 

jik ^ 

<D (2) ""' (3) (4)" 

1. 14553^008 M553tl99R Jl 2<HIS 
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[PAkr [] ■■ 5i-i-. 3(ii>| 


(1) (?; __i3j__ {A) 

k Pt*hlfW[ %T iFT 
OTTFfas (^> T 

■raDr-] ■]-;7Utf T Ti j 

2, Vy ] f:??-: I :::u0^ KCKy:|yW2, 31 '■ \-.lH 200* 

^ jlk LOfriuvfU ifrr 
ki k .7^ F[^r 
'^IciIT L r' ^'ij, tf?f7 
fHq'=ri - T 'r-T{-- iFfTTV 

J. tf!> T'Tt |5K0; : ^f^ ?! 2f>fiH 

fq^- WT urn l 
mt k kr -jk 

^ "FT*. 'J [ r fl ^! 5 Hf r 

-T f^Ci f ■' ■ 1 

5 ^ ^i v '■' L; ' L ^TC kt EfrmT wk FFEK FTT^ 
*3^3, 7= FrVT^-di^^Rir EOOOZ h ^TfFJ^TfdlHk : 

^ f^n, ki?r*m P wW, tT=^, rM ?rai 

3J*H*Mh=, kfTfr., aKWHJ, ^IdK, 

+ "IFTJ?, TZFT, ’JffT rt^Tf fa^WFJvR F fkkt 
¥ I 

r^4:ZT'STT _ S-:6] 

FW ^qR r ^FIFFF TTF (k ^ 

New Delhi, the 16th September. 2008 

Sr O. 2699,—In pursuance of clause (b) nl ^ub-rnle 
{]) of Rule 7 ufilie Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 10#7, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby riolifiei thill the 
Indian Standards, particuisirs of which are given m die 
Schedule hereto annexed have been established on the 
date indicated against each: 

-SCHIJJULt 


SI. No Ye;u & Titlcof No.&Yearul [hue 

No. the I ndi an St.s ml ruds End La n Stan daid.^ F si an I i sh ed 

Lsl ah I i s h^ r J if .niy L 

SLperseded by 
[hi: New- Indian 
Mtandnid 

(I) (2\_ _[2L_"J~ t-lj 

1 IS 145 53 ?.im 1-355?:] 993 31 JuK 2UtiH 

Aumjnniivi; vehicles--- 

A p |>flr aLlL^ fur lht 
mat ii i ren w 11 \. id 
upiLciu. (SmoktJ 
ol'cxliaupr ga> 1'rom 
vehicles equipped 
wi;h compression 
ignition eouinc^— 

Specification 
{Firsi Rcvkionj 


0) (2> _Oj___ 

2 IS 1 sm : 2 I (i2i0:! 982. 31 Ju k 2 fitlH 

Road vehicles^- i:i8-U:i'J8-i 

Brak l: corlm d lev lts . i ii lI 13 l l J ?: 1 'JO? 

for two and Lhiuc 
whdled mol or 

vehicles— Spec i lie at ion 

3. (S l5S02:2tKhH 31 .luK 2iiOK 

AuLoniOEivc ichiek'-i -- 
Windscrceji wipm.i: 
syslem for -1 whecJcrs 
other lhan \tl caiegdrv 

_ of veil idK E< L~i.| ir i ro iiviii u _ 

Copy of ihii Sundaid iivuiJable J'or safe wiLh 
<he Bureau of ludi-ai> Skuuhirds, Manah Bhitvim. 
9j Bahadur Shah /afar Mary;. Nuw- Delhi-lJ0002 ;md 
Regional Officer; New IklhE. KolkaHa ('haodigarh. 
Chennah Mumbai and niKo llrimcii OHkcc Aiimednbad. 
B ang lore, 13 hopa L lih tL boti c sh w nr, C lj i mbatore, L i u wahai i L 
Hyderabadn Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Paina, Pmie. 
T hiruva n an ih upura in. 

[Rern-nc.- 16 | 

RAKES! I KHMAll, Sciertli-si 'E-" A I lead 
{'l ranspon I'eh^ ^ 
^ f^Tl, i L ? [.HdHE :ook 
TO 2700. 'FITTTf - !HfK ^Tl fWT ! 9S7 k 
7 ^ O ) "4: i 73 j F ^TRrfP^ 4’^ 

■^J.T iTd^ib irfbT Ik FK'rir^T nn-^ 5TT 

Djcuui f fm 7T7rr f ft rr f: 

ar^ppr 

^o=i ^snfkr tt ^-thttT^ ^lTnw: ^ufki 

kt tt, "£iT 1 iTjrRTfOH fjffvjf 

^ 3flr TTPt^ ^TFTFl FTW 

kr? k. kt 

FE-H.I1 irfu «i<j 

3. 3TTO FtS '3?nd JOos 

"ii'iIrH-"mi--i TfTf TTHTT 

jirci k fRif 

4-tTM^n 4ifi.fi -ifl-irf 

^fT f&Z 

3fR ^ ^ fair ^Vn l 

T^T ilW WiW* %\ yt'Fnf -HN.di J -i ^ 

^W’l tTR^ w HPf. TI 

■fe#- 11 WO2, A fm ^ffrraf: ^ fewft. W^Tifl. 

-l (r ^'!'S, ^=^,TJC5[f rT s JT 77TS1 V>NH*JI; ^MU. 

^ttw, ^rrar^gT, id. ^nk, 

, ^ir, (T^n 1^*-^r?rrpiT q ^ft ^ -Firm f i 

: dU'HHs'Ty'^T 2> 1 
# *l(l-f ,J H . %l1'^ 1^' f^lH4ST^n 








[ TFT It— J 5FT£ 3(ii>J 


flRff 27, 200S/Wft^T 5* 1930 
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New Delhi, the iPthSctaember* 2008 
£ d O- 2700,—In pursuance of clause (b) ofsurb-nile 
(I) of Rule 7 of (he Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 19S7, 
(he Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the 
Indian Standards, particulars of which are given m the 
Schedule hereto annexed have boon established on the 
date indicated against each: 

SCHEDULE 

Sl r No. and Year of No. Jt Year of Date of 

No. the Indian Standards Indian Standard, Established 

Established if any. 

Superseded by 
the New Indian 
Slwutefld 

L IS 15788:2008 Nil “ ” July 2008 

Fishing Nets* method 
of Test for the 
Determination of 
Mesh Size- 

_ Open ing of Mesh _ _ 

Henceforth, this standard will be available for sale. 

Copy of the this Standard is available for sate with 
H,Q- at Bureau of Indian Standards, Marrak Bhavan, 
% Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110GQ2 and hs 
Regional Offices at New Delhi, Kolkatta t Chandigarh, 
Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch Offices at Ahmedabad, 
Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahali, 
Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, 
Thiruvanantbapuranfi. 

[Ref TXD/G-25) 

P, BHATNAGAR, Scientist b E F & Head {Textiles) 

^ fe#, 19 ftKi«K p 3008 

^T h 3Tt 2701 + —Viufh 1987^1^1 

7 ^ Wt*TO (1) ^ ^ (^) ^ ^ HTOffa Wtt 

^tr T^jBRT 3rf*rcjfari ^ ftr firEi 

f^n "din $ *nr wtPrt Ttw t:- 




flll 

wtfw ’TRtfPi 

’Hitch«i 




Bnr aifirafer 



^ afa *, 











i. 

an&tr 15768:2006 

Tiff 

2006 


4+tf|ft-WrdtnRl + 
flNTOnfl fan 


yW II H*! , W p 9, ^FJT TITF WT Rpf, ^ 
fttftfl-110002, aHfa uActokii, 

<tu*4cWf: 3 br^ir h afrTpftr, 
, istn<s ^3>, wi^ p 

[#rf; *T9¥retA>ft-2S] 

ift, 'i'VF irgtg (^v-nusl) 


New Delhi, the 19th September, 2008 

S-O. 2701*—Tn pursuance of clause (b> of sub-rule 
(l)of Rule7 ofthe Bureauoflndian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the 
Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the 
Schedule hereto annexed has been established on the 
date Indicated against each: 

SCHEDULE 


St No, & Yeai of No, & Year of Date of 

No* the Indian Standards Indian Standards, Established 

Established If any. 

Superseded by 
the New Indian 
Standard 


l, IS 15768:200* Nil June 2005 

Textiles—Resistance 
to Ignition of 
Upholstered 
Composites used 
For Non—Domestic 

_ Furniture—Specification _ 

Henceforth, this standard will be available for 

sale. 

Copy of (he this Standard is available for sale with 
H.Qh at Bureau oflndian Standards Manak Rhavan, 
9, Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and its 
Regional Offices at New Delhi, Kolhvtta , Chandigarh, 
Chennai, Mumbai and also Branth Offices ai Ahmedabad, 
Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, 
Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune h 
Th iru vananthapursLTi). 

[Ref,TXIM3-251 


3^ T!f *msfm h^oo fushl ^ frfTT IfbTT I 


P. BHATNAGAIL Scientist h E' & I lead {Textiles) 
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3$ ftp#, 24 iTRP^T, 200® 

3*T. SIT. 2702.— flTOTC ^ 3? IllldlHHJ Hcfa ^|3T t % 'jvTflfl IM 3 * 

w*i ^ 4fai era? gp? «meT h sR^i #5 ■»ttw R^ i g-frfr sr faftfcs srt 33 ? 

3J$HcHI$H f&5T$ 

3fk W)<T 3TC337 spt ^ f«JsM ^> SflflSFT % foR 3MM rfal £ ft? 

^ ar^t 3 tfc t. ftretf ^rf» *n$q<rfi^ ftm, ^ ttoto wita 

^flfetpir 351 st^i f^tn 

3Tcr: 313, ^^3 3RepK, ^'I(rt3*i 3#? *#R 31$<JHI$4 (^ *f yqifVl 3)^17 33 313^3) S tfa ftn q 
1962 (1962 35J 50), 3RT 3 WIRT (1) £RI IRrf 3lMf 33 3T#3 3R^ ^?T vfit 3 

dMuVl 31^3*17 33 3Rk 3R^ ^ 311713 35t 3 fW f; 

tqfrls, 33t arg^f 3 3f% ^ n fetMti t, ^TT cITfta 7) f«RT3St ?7T 3lfa^33T ^ ’TRcT 
% 3T5PT3 3 j) SfjcRT 'HT5TR w r vFT3T 3 >f v33?)^J 3RT ^1 wJI^t t, ^33?TfT f^3 cf 
Hf5M<7(l$3 feft?Pf 'ill') tf? fcFT WT^ yj^ilVi 3> 3Tl^35R «l> 3T^3 % UH^I 3 -?ft 3R|e|*t; 

'wFWl'fl, 3l^)3l<-#3T ^ 3JT3eT WTHT^T qRiil^HI, " 3 R 3 3TPTH R 33 f 3 ^M 8 / 5 , $ 7 Neft 

3RRl^r 331 'ftlu^ ^ W, - 456010 (+ffeA|JJ^5H) ^ faf&d 353 ^ ansPT ^ flu’ll I 


nD^lrt ITCfWl futrtl ^fTT d'-jq : ■rudH^Tl 



?T3 VT ^ 

^ 5TJT 


1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

funffPIl 

161f* 

D334 

J. 

-frf^ 

ns 

CUttl 


[ 1 W, ^T. ^-31015/20/200®-3*t.3TTt-ll] 
3, T fr^pfr j arar +HpTjq 


Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas 
New Delhi, the 24th September, 2D08 

S. 0.2702.— Whereas il appears :••> the CentraJ Gtivcrnmcni that li is necessary in the 
public interest tlial for transportation of Crude Oil from Vadinar in the State oT Gujarat to 
Bins* in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited; 

And whereas 11 appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laving such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire (he. right of user in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in hand) Act, 1962 (SO 
of (962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 















[*mn-TO3(ii)] 
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flaitet27, JOOS/arftyt 5, 1930 _ 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one 
days from the date on which copies of (Jie Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user 
therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri, Arvind Khare, Competent 
Authority, Vadinar-Bina Crude OiJ Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited, 
gtf - “Vaishali", Near Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujjain-456 010 (Madhya Pradesh). 

SCHEDULE 


TEMSIL iRAGHOGARH DISTRICT: GUNA STATE : MADHYA PRADESH 


SRo. 

NAME OP VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

i 

4 

1. 

KAJAUVA 

161 0* 

0.334 

Z 

NALKHEDA 

135 

0.031 


[No. R-3101 SffiOOOOSO.R.-ll) 
AGOSWAM1, Under Secy. 


rJ 34200a 

m. m im- Wt? ws it *^i ?fUpft?T ^ he anqsRRj Asr t % qnsi 3 «n4Nrc % 

TisHj ^ ifNr w OTtra ^Rcr atfaFI 5RT W 

qigMdiqi fani 

3fft 4>t qigqdl$H f«lW^ % VWlMH % HE 3tmu^ Frffa t 

Xjft vjqia^j 3^41 $, ^5 ftwiV 4*1 xvam t, «H<ih 

3rftfa5R *5T 3Tvfo %*TT wfPj; 

3 ^: afttf ijqzjfi| % at^RTC H>\ 3|vfa) aAftHH 

1962 {1962 W 50), HfH 3 Wtra (1.) gRT JRTT tflftbdf ^FT JRfm HH ^ 4 

^Rftrr & arfitorc & 3PT^ strrj tNrt #; 

^ niirp, ri tjTfj 3 #*ra l j£r 3 fed«i^ £, hh % ftrcrat nm 

% H*m q>t TtW flrawm ^RtTT viidt t, ft*f % tffcR 4^ 

faUHj RPt % IcPJ ^T*f 'd'HlVl % SlIlRR $7 ^ 4ft STCft^g tS^, TOR 

q i dfrl MHl ^3 SlRIer MISMdlSH VfolWlI, ^TRcF S/5, %T^l 

sTRRter hh ^3 $> trra, tgwJft - 456010 (hmihShi) ^1 fctfeB m 4 sndq ^ ^ttI 


1 HTT4I Tn™ : Wiqn 


m 

un HT 4W 

sf ^vr 1 

Ann Iftflf 4 

1 

2 

3 ! 

4 ! 

1 . 

cimitjidfl 

303 

0.05 

z 


371 

0.014 

3. 

3*1* 

149 

013 


[m TT. 3tir-3101S/22/300&-ait.siH-ll ] 
H. j HiA)h1 p sim 
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New Delhi, the 24th September, 2008 

S. o. 2703. —Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
public interest that for transportation of Crqde Oil from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to 
Bina in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be Said by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one 
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user 
therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Arvind Khare, Competent 
Authority, Vadinar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited, 
4/5 “V&ishair, Near Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujpain456 010 (Madhya Pradesh). 

SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL ; TARAN A DISTRICT : UJJAIN STATE : MADHYA PRADESH 


S.No. 

NAME OP VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

LALAKHEDI 

393 

0.05 

2. 

RUPAKHEDI 

371 

0.014 

3. 

BUKHARI 

149 

0,13 


[No. R-31015/22/2008-0. R. -I I] 
A. GO SWAM K Under Secy. 


24 2000 

W- HI. 27<R—TTCSJre 4 % ’pTCRT 4 4 

PE2UT^?r TFSET 4 #4 cT3> ^ 3TRIH & qfctffq 4$ TOT 3TPTPT tjefj 

few# ^iHt 

Wk ^RtFR eft) feRJ ZJF FRffa ^TT t 4# Tjfe 

4, ^ fTFft 4 gfSRT t. feratf sw wihtft few; *n4 tpr t, % 

Slfetpf? <J>T Rbui wj; 

3Rf: 3RT, 3ft? ufnui (*jf4 4 SlfecfiR EfiT ST^FT} 3|fe f4 lfH 

1962 (1962 w 50), tun 3 gft tjrtiTTr (1) Tifthul sjt pt^tT 1 ! ept 4 tj?r ijfe 4 

jf .wfaqm qq an^T 5i?4 3rT4 afWT qft tjfeTJTT t; 

wr Wj3ppj4t 4 qfeRT ijfir 4 f, tra it feWf-D TJrfl TO 

% ^4 nfcRn ^TTtJNvi vnm TfRf ^rr4) £ r fer^F & 4t?R ijfe 4* 4)4 

few; ^n4 4? fen; trffer vJ4^n 4? 3tfe??R % ensfr 4 aft ^ 

^3 STO ’TT^TeTT^T dfetffaFTT, 8/5, 4?Ucft 

<in|1t ^® 1 ^ 'IRL - 456010 (Tfuiq^i) fetfejq 4 4^r ?rW i 


















3(it)J 


»ror uhtrtw; faro 27 , aooa/aufa* s, 1950 
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UStfM : iil fal ! U$*T : iwafa 


TO 

rfffW Wt inn J 


Vbvmr &*&*** 

1 

2 1 

9 

4 1 

i. 


162 

0.06 


[TFT. a. 3fR-3l 015/23^008-3ft.3flt-! I} 
TltWI'ft. SmT'trffa 


* 


New Delhi, the 24U) September, ZOOS 

S. O. '27M.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
public interest that for transportation of Crude Oil from Vadinar in the Stale of Gujarat to 
Bine in the Stale of Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline; it is necessary to acquire tha: right of user in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one 
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
nude available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user 
therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Arvind Khare, Competent 
Authority, Vadinar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited, 
8/5 H Vaishali”, Near Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujjaln-456 010 (Madhya Pradesh). 


SCHEDULE 



TEH8IL: Mo. BAOODIYA 

DISTRICT: SHAJAPUR 

STATE: M.P. 

S.NO. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

sagadiya 

162 

0.05 


INo. *-3101 S«3«O0fb.R;-l 
A. GOSWAMI. Under Secy. 


346701^06—4 
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24 2008 

wt W. 2703.-* ^TWT? cfajftjd 31^^ flHtl HcTT £ TEJCT I I 

HiIW$W I #U THU ^ 3IRIH I tej ^TRcT afapT l&Pto ^ 

w^dto 3sn*tt 

aftr Wk vt^r VTiTdi^ toil & hD«h % f^rrf aira*^ Htfta star t ft? Ht 

I, ^ 3 qfiSRr t, tori btt> wraifT ton? ^ m src *m t, ^tor % 

3nto>R *ft ator ton ^rpr; 

ara: m t Wna attorn ato stor WTRifd I grok % 3itopR ^r aivfa) arilton 
1962 0^62 cfil 50), ^ 9RT 3 eft VeWEIIfl {1) 1M JT^TT Trftofl Jlto efR^ ^ I 
wfr 7 ! % aitorR orator ^ % am# arm *ft sfam I; 


^ RJto f sw st5^ 3 ^9rt igPr 3 t, w et% 3 3 toto ^ aito^n I ^ 

I WR eft Tftol TTltTR"! ^TOT ^ vTCdai *fRT It vflH | t 1^1 to H HfTC I? HI 

WfcT^T ton? «nl & to; \?to ^rto % artoN % ato % I H oRf^ ^ r oti 

Hlflwft, 3T#TR-lftT ^ 3$m vfefton, TfRcJ aftEH t'teH^ld fclto^, 8/5, eRTTcft 

^BRter ®rt % tot, - 456010 tomto) ^r fator m I arcite Isnstoni 


AfftfrB [ frrcn: m 


vc . 

TTR W 

wfl =m 

el^pofi ^ 

1 

? i 

3 

4 . 1 

1. 


670 p 

078 



629 

0.08 



£30 

o.oe 



1282 

009 



1319/2 

002 



1319/3 

020 

2 


10 

002 



16 

o.os 



3£1 

010 

3. 

tfl^mr<jT 

23 

0.17 

4h 

Tton 

729/2 

0.26 

6* 

1cR=Fim 

1193/1 

0.04 

6 

5WF) 

569 

1.B5 



919 

0 23 



i2&e 

0.34 



2596/2 

0.21 

7* 

^iJEflT^T 

573 

0.03 

3, 


45 

0.05 



56/3 

o.oe 


[^ *T, ^TR-5l0l5/13/2t>04-3Tt r ^rR.-ll] 
H- ^RF^ h am 







[HFTn--TO3<ii)} • 
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Now Delhi, the 24th September, 2008 

S. Q. 27Mw~ Whereas it appears to the Centnl Government that it is necessary bi die 
public interest diet for transportation of Crude Oil from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to 
Bine in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one 
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user 
therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Arvind Khaie, ‘Competent 
Authority, Vadinar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited, 
8/5 “Vaishali”, Near Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujjain-456 010 (Madhya Pradesh), 

SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL : BADNAWAR DISTRICT : OHAR STATE : MADHYA PRADESH 


8.NO. 

NAME OP VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO, 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

DOTRJYA 

670 P 

0,76 



629 

0,08 



830 

0.06 



1262 

0.09 



1319/2 

0.02 



1319/3 

0.20 

2, 

BAKHATPURA 

16 

0.02 



16 

0.08 



321 

0.10 

3. 

TIT1PADA 

23 

0.17 

4. 

SANDLA 

729/2 

0.26 

5. 

TILGARA 

1193/1 

0.04 

6. 

MULTHAN 

569 

1.85 



910 

0.23 



1286 

0.34 



2596/2 

0.21 

7. 

KHACCHt SARODA 

673 

0,03 



678 

0.20 

8. 

KARODA 

45 

0.05 



56/3 

0.08 


|No. FW1 Of 5/13/2DQ4-O.R.-II] 
A. GOSWAMl, Under Secy. 
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^ fiwl), 24 2008 

TO TO 2766._ 4 *4? 3ff«wew H^IlT Slcil t % *jsi rw i ?KW # ^ 

if <T3> ^ arran ^ ^rf^rfrr £3 hrtt aitoi fatos st^t ^ 

WI^T to# vfHt ^?: 

^iTf ept ^ WTFTirT to# #? % fcT? SF 31**4* StftT Ffm # f% # 

if, ^ 3*3^ # cifSrcr i, to# m^disn to^ w irow t, in 

^iffcitru'i tjiT tor vfPJ! 

aw ^sr, Vrf^rtm affr ^rto wtrift (^ # wfro #r aitore tut arfa) arfttor 

1962 {1962 <551 50}, S# cirt 3 tft ^IRT (1) gm HFtT liftoff W Jfto 3R# ^ Tjft # 

OTt^I #r 5ltoR fpr sto ^R# #> 3N# 3TRW #“|W t\ 

# ^rt # tow t, ftM 3 to^t ail^ni # ^ vm 
% MR rf\ STfrTEjf -mm upfiTl ^Tc-T«4 ^?T €\ yJT#t t, to ^ #tcR ^ 

nw tow WT# % to 37f# % 3|toiR #> 3W#T % # flft 3ftto ?fePT 

tiK^l'iix-sfl'i! 3 TRTpT TnfW'iRpf 'hkci ail +111 8/5, ctencft 

HHrcter m #> w, - 456010 # arcw iton 1 

315^ 


9l5^!«i : fisra* : ar 5^_ 


tiumin 

. 'l 1_-V I-H-H. - 

)Wf ^ ^ 

I.’S " __ 

[ ^ ^ _l 

-— ---- — 1 

t 

t — 5 H 

r 3 1 

,...„. ■> u 

■1. 

SflSfeTtTT 

U 902 

0 07 

2 , 

^UTST 

4 

0.C7 

3, 


326 

0,04 



329 

0.C9 

JH, 


S9 

0.63 



107 

G.14 

5. 


552 

0.10 

6. 


78 

0.23 



265 

0.15 



286 

0.07 


"■ 

['PT,W«lR-31C1S/17/200e-«i > l.'3TO-<|J 







[mnj- _ VlTff git tHTTS: 20dSraffft4^ A 1930 _ 

New Delhi, the 24th September, 2008 

$. O, 2T04E - Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
public interest that for transportation of Crude Oil from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to 
Bins in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (SO 
of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one 
days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to (he acquisition of the right of user 
therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Arvind Khare, Competent 
Authority, Vadinar-Bina Cnide Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited, 
8/S “Vaishali", Near Nanakheda Bus Stand, Ujjain-456 010 (Madhya Pradesh). 


SCHEDULE 


DISTRICT ; JHABUVA STATE : MADHYA PRADESH 


1. ZHABLtYA 

2. SOYALA 

3. AL1SIYA KHEDI 

4. SEJALIYA 

5. BEGANBARD1 

6. LALPURA 


4 

326 

329 

99 

107 

552 

78 

285 

286 


1 tap 

9.No. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

A 1 


ao? 

0.04 

0.09 

0.63 

0.14 

0.1 

0.23 

0.15 

0.07 
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[NO. R-31015/17/2008-O.R.-I I] 
A. GOSWAMi, Under Secy. 
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[Part It—S ec. 3(ii)J 


WT aw. 2707.—^^ WJIT ^ RWfaT 3 m aMW4» TRftrT £m t ft? TpracT 3 -iirift R 3 
*fuw$*i ^D3®T ^t’TT ?TcFT WraW % !ycj TTRtJ ethn UM 

HI^HClI^n ^JFft 


?R3>rc snTspr % feR ^ wienm* srita t 

*f. # ^MEel<d 3 trfffRI t, fWf ^ WTe^T ■fojR ^TFT <57 TR^tm t, <5 

sH&tpr? 7f>r st^T ft?w ‘jiRj; 


5RT: m, TR35R, ^foflFT 3?R ^3f WT^TT * WVl <b _ <PT 3pfo) JR 

1962 (1962 wr 50), ejri 3 # wi [1) ?riW «pt PRThr ^ fq, ^1 ^ 

wfl*T t) afePR W srofa cfj^ % antf 3il*N tp'ttfl & 


ujRb, 'jft '3W $ «)Rm ^ 3 feo«t<s %, ^ST aRlo ^ fuRRp| ^ ^TTTcT 

^> 'iMHfl ^St rtfcE^Tt flitii'(* , i 'Jl'l'dl <f»t ^Vl <ft ^w!fl f^T tp ^ftcR % "'fltl 

HI$Mdl$d |e|uT^ wTT^ % l^ftf 'atl+f % SfRwit % 3F^*T 4 6ft 3Rfo^ ^3^, "H5H 

Hltelt, tfT#TR-^n ^ SIRleT ^ T d l ^d MRlfhHI, 7TT73 STpTH R^H-SK* 8/5, ^TTcft 

HHHil'M 6RT *£ u « % MR7, tjsr^n - 456010 (Htqx^i) 37t fciRsti 3 OT^T ^if «<b*n I 


fsrlcH I : ■d^uJfA ' ?I*t : ‘Wli4?l 


ic | 

vpt m iim 

*r# *ir 


i 

2 

i 

4 1 

i. 

wrai^T 

430 

006 

2 


392 

0.10 



soe 

0.06 



529 

004 


['w. w_ «r<~3 1 ot s^ 18/2 008 -«fr. «m -1 j ] 
Vilwml, 

New Delhi, the 241h September, 2006 

S.O. 2707.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the 
public interest that fbr transportation of Crude Oil from Vadinar in the State of Gujarat to 
Bina in the State of Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Oman Refineries Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laving such 
pipeline, tt is necessary to acquire the right of user In land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section ( I ) of section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, \%2 (50 
of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 





[nwn— 


mar asr mi'w: ftamr 17, aoowsnftaa s t i?ao 


540* 


Any person, interested in the Und described in the said Schedule may wtthin twenty ones 
days from tbe date *1 which copies of the Gazette of India containing this notification are 
made available to the public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user 
therein for laying of the pipeline under the land to Shit Arvind Khan, Competent 
Authority, Vadraar-Bina Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Bharat Oman Refineries Limited, 
tf5 “Vaisbati”, Near Nanakbeda Bus Stand, Uj}am-436 010 (Madhya Pradesh). 

SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL: NAGOA DtSTRIl 

3T : UJJAIN STATE: 

MADHYA PRADESH 

S.NO. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

^1. 

RAMABALODA 

430 

0.06 

2 

SURJAKHEDI 

392 

0.10 



506 

0.06 



529 

0.04 


[No. R-3l0l5rt8/2Q0M>.R.||] 
A. GOSWAMf. Under Secy. 


af ftsftt, 24 20 c 6 

wr. wr. 2?M.— rciafft fti£|fera*t sfta ftfl Himh ft *nrrr 4 N#k Sft Pi**i1ftR«i ft, ft. 
9.11 £9 # 3280', ft. 24.12.99 aft 3673, ft. 3Gj032000 ah 791 aft* ft.l0,072001 ft H624 
ailSujtwaft ft nituH ft ftg w$k fftftfticr aron ft fft wan* ft ft garr fttft* ftfc* faRc, 
ftrnftpj aft* stf ft aftan ftg ft finf ft 55 *! ft alWm, 

aftf&lft im«t ftffrfftRFT ftpfi^SPT fWTO ft oRi<nh§ w ft 4>*iT ft'PJSaTT ^ 

ft satin an ari&an* ftjjlfta; ftlfttft ft tftftrr 9 sflrc ftftft hpl'ic #ritft gin 

ftwuT airci tnfeq; 

afrr wiftft w$adm (^f*t ft wftr ft afrfftan* ft font, 1963 ft 1 ft 

arfift artftra ftft, ft^lfftan aft* H i frR re ftrr ww ft ma man* aft stft^aRT, ftniar 11 .062004 
4»T 1427 gTO ft? tK<bl4, fftlRp 15,122002 ftf ft*5T *Tmt ft m^cnivi ftmq anh ft arq 

uoiriH aft 'twnw ftfft tilftki ft! ft > 

SW. ft?[ft WrT foTfftftS ftt Ijfft ’ft UHqVl ft SllftW ft ftrfftl 

ft f**TET aftf%H Sickly flWHacrM Tift ft aR4SH ft ftP? 

Wtensn ftwft ftRW ft ; 

gfrc ^a lft aftfft^ftranrcqy-ay?)* atsaars^ fftwft ft ffttj ana ft ctia mrftln ft arfhaa* ft ftt 
aJftUHJftft fltonft ftl *RE tygflfttfff falftts aft ST^nfcI ftft ft ft£lfte *Mft fftftts aft ftlft 

silver "iftt ft ; 

afl* owfft ft?r TTTfti* aft 3T^#r a* tftai* ffta ftift tr fttaRj ft 1ft aftto ft 

?ta> q^ltia! OTa ft 4 Ran ft 1 7 ^t ftsaft ft fci? ^sm ijlft 

srftlftcr ft; 

sfR amft, wr sfirPRpt ftt tnn 6 aft tn*i (4) gM jiptt arfftftrft an iraW a»rft 1 ^ fts *rcatrc 
tj^grrr fftftar ft?n ft fft ftlfta fftpnft ft aftftR RiHhHmi 6a> gpna ft 

ft Iftq ^(T i k ! 4> at(Mctie*i ft fftttj mm ft^tfftap fftfft^s, ^att ^pi ft an 

aifiiw ftl ann ft cn ai^rr ft all* aR?r anftftn IftPiS.® ^t*t m^aftin ftwi’T antjft; 
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I*** 

aft rtw ftftr 

W T TT T T 

1 cTT«J^> 

fvftfT 

ypsj 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1 

ft 9.1159 gn 3280 

”1.5) 



JpTff 



(sfffti -40) 







^TT 

TroMS*HH 

^ct 

2 

ft 24.12;90 «r 3673 

piwi (S3) (Iffft! ^,6) 






(sstfai ^S.9) 


WhfdH 




(&ciW ^3?) 

3Ticpr 





3flEJ(ir ^t^R ^34) 

Sfttpi 

^■ J i 13^*1 




(i^rra? ^t.5) 

3ng*r 





(Wft? sf.6) 


tfinnjpR 





Tf^f 

^1^*1 

Wl7| 





R*uj!£>dH 


3 

ft 30.3 2000 m 791 

^PFT*F£TT (ij] (531^^ ,0) 






3f"lP ^fj37) 

3IT^T 

y* u li jfrR 




T Tft^n [ScTfai ^fj34} 

atiewr 

R? u ll$rW 




HNiMutfiJ ^.5) 

an^rt ! ir^H 




(ssiftr *t,6) 

j ^vffenc^'V 




ff^'ii 



‘pm 






! 





Rdr|r(h<H*f 

t^=T 

4 

: ft.10.72001 35t 1624 

3,10} 


TT“II J<rH 


1 _ ^ 





■ 


IMew Del h i, the 24t h Se pte m ber. 2008 


['W. TT, -OTT- 31C1S/2 7/2O0S - “in. .sm-11 ] 

p. 'ilwiHl, aj’sfit ^ 


s - ft 3788.—whereas by the notifications of the Government of Indio in the Ministry of Petroleum 
ond Natural Ga$ number 3280 dated 9.11.99. 3673 dated 24.12.99791 dated 30.3.2000 and 1624 
dated 10.7.2001 in the following schedule, the Central Government directed that Right Of User in 
said land vest in the Petronet CCK Limited free from all encumbrances for the purpose of laying 
pipeDne for the transportation of motor spirit, supeiiar kerosene and high speed diesel from the 
lrimpanam installation of Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, Irimpanam, Kochi in the Stale of 
Kerala to Korur in the State of Tamil Nadu and pipelines should be ioid Dy M/s.Petronet CCK 
Limited; 


And whereas, by notification of the Government of India in ttie Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas S.O . 1427 dated 11,06,2004, as required under explanation-1 of the rule of the 
Petroleum pipelines (Acquisition ol Right of User in Land) Rules 1963, the central government 
declared the date 15,12.2002 as date of termination of operation in the State of Kerala after the 
pipeline has been laid: 

Now. M/s.Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited intends to loy ATP pipeline tor the 
purpose of transportation of ATF product from BPCL's Kochi Refinery to Cochin international 
Airport at Nedurmbassery through the ROU in the said land: 

And whereas Petronet CCK Limited has no objection in permitting Bharat Petroleum 
Corporation Limited for laying ATF pipeline in the same ROU used for laying Cochin-Colmpctore- 
Korur pipeline; 


(HWI1—^*>3(11)1 _27, 200»/MlftTT S> 1930__ 5411 

Awl whereas Central Government after considering the request, satisfied that the said 
land ore required for laying of ATF pipeline for transportation of ATF product from Kochi Refinery 
to Codin International AkpOrt 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by section [A] of section 6 of the said 
act. the Centra Government hereby directs that right of user in the said land shall be used by 
Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited for laying ATF pipeline from Kochi Refinery to Cochin 
International Airport and pipelines Should be laid by M/s. Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

SCHEDULE 


SI. 

Mo. 

s-ojmo. 

and Date 

Name of Village Tolu* 

District Slate 


1 

2 

3 4 

5 

6 


1 

3280 doled 9. it;?? 

Parakkodavu [Block No, 5) 

Aluva 

imtiftjtam 

Kerala 



Parakkodavu (Block N 0 . 6 ] 

Akivo 

Emokdam 

Kerala 



Kunnukora 

paravur 

EmakLulorTi 

Kerala 

2 

3673 doled 24,12.9? 

ThrWckakQia|N) (Block N 0 . 6 ] 

Kanayannur 

Emakulam 

Kerala 



Kokkanod ((Mock No.9| 

Kanoyanriur 

Emakutom 

Kerala 



Aluvo West [Block. No,37| 

AK^o 

Ernokulam 

Kerala 



AJyva Ws$t t0k>ck No.34) 

Aluva 

Emakulom 

Kerala 



Porakkddavu (Block mo,S| 

AluvO 

Emakularn 

Kerala 



Parakkodavu (Block No.6) 

AKjvo 

Emakulom 

Kerala 



Kadungalkir 

Paravur 

Ernokulam 

Kerala 



Karumallur 

Paravur 

Ernakulam 

Kerala 

3 

791 doted 30.3J2000 

ThHkfcakora North [Block NO-fij^onayomnur 

Emakulom 

Kerala 



Aluva West (Block No,37} 

AhJvO 

Emokulom 

Kerala 



AJuva West (Block No.34] 

Aluva 

Emakulom 

Kerala 


- 

Parakkodavu (Block No.5] 

AluvO 

Errakuiam 

Kerala 



parakkodavu (Block No,6| 

Aluva 

ernokulam 

Kerala 



Kurmukara 

Paravur 

Emakulom 

Kerala 



Karumdlur 

Paravur 

Emakulom 

Kerala 

1 


Kodungallur 

Paravur 

Ernokulam 

Kerala 

4 

1624 doted 10.72001 

Thtruvamkuiom (Block M0.10[ 

Kanayannur 

BriOkulam 

Kerala 



Kadungolhjr 

Paravur 

Ernokulam 

Kerala 


A. GOSVUAMI. Under Secy 


2* Rh<1*4L 200® 

W. 31T. 2709,— tixtpix, UK cl f) 'tjj'ltciilH 3lft7 mI'JjPi'T? f|tl ^mem rft f^'ll tfj 

1 ^ 2005 i^Tr3Tt. 1996 ^ dfr? sfk ^ijjrkHiS-T (tjft A wfrrr % 

Sifcm? 3Tjfa) 1962 (1962 (f>f 50) tJRl 2 ^ ^ fa>) ^ ^ -m^TC 

ttcrstct hIb-Hsh, (ftfr jreire^), fcrftfrs 

4!^4p 1^H % fpR Will'd ^ w ^ rsrfctft^T, rjq^m 3|fE[faHJT % WcT 

SicT'fa, SlJlRH 3TcRf^r cleP 'TiSUdlS'f cf) 

ftry faPtfcs sm sif^rcr arRsfpj 3 hrct ^(?rih fetftt? snt Tj€ttrt> 

fcTT Wi mlSlfr l fl ft ^ ^ ftl H l fo pi VrRfi $ I 

[ITS, *. SIR-3101 S/27/2003 -afl, 9TTC-11 ] 


34^701/08—6 
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New Delhi, the 24th September. 2008 

S. O, 2709,—-In modification of notification of Government of Jndio in the Min is fry of petroleum and 
Natural Gas $.0.1996 dated I" June, 2005 and in pursuance of douse [a) of section 2 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisitions of Right of User in Land) Acl, 1962, the Central 
Government hereby authorizes Shri.P.N.Mohanachandron, Manager (Legal Administration], 
Petronet CCK Limited, to perform the Functions of the competent authority for iayirfg an ATF 
pipeline by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limiled from Kochi Refinery fo Cochin International 
Airport, in the ROU acquired by Fetronet CCK Limited for Cochin-Coimbatore-Karur pipeline, in 
addition to his function of the competent authority tor Cochin-Coimbatore-Karur pipeline, under 
the said Act within territory of Kerala. 

[No. R-31015/27/2008-0.R.-II] 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 


26 fikrwrr, 200 s 

*r. 317. 2770,— MR Tfit TJS SRftrT FtcTT f f^s cft frfea ' A ^ 

t fef yjxrii if jjT4l 7^ q[ «l'l d'lK qSJ'ktct, dch 

i mRci^t $ fck ?f%7PT cjfcr cPFfr^pr fcrfk^s srci '4i^i$h 
uTPft ^TTf^J | 

3ft? ^TT Mk kclT t ffc Minors h fsTUT^ i srokpr $ ^?r 

3Tf^^RT A crf^cT 7jj?T if 7FFTT 

aiicrwj* t i 

'3TTT: 3TI. ®pp3F fojfa ^ '£ 

3Tfik>R <PT 1962 (1962 qq SO) ^ STRT 3 (i) q^rT 

srferk wi srak §tj, eft m i ^iwi q?t 

qk u n tPRcff £ | 

^ti 31^^ # ferai cqfer. wf aniki k, RT3m A infir^icT 

$"H 3lf^j-qrjn 1 uRqp RTRJH 11 ! vHcl, cpt \JHei£T ulldl {ju-'blif-f Rdf ’‘ft 

iffrR. sfr 'dMilVr ^ qq srsN ^ 

i Wfa A felRslrf ^ 3TRk # 3TN. 3TR. WT {skld'-h), 

3blL|ft?H qfktaT, R 719, 4 RTTTT, 7 

qTcRJFT R*R, 1 ^5IRF tnelW—560043, cFtrERF Vp\ Atf I 

sr^fr 


ht^t : Miii+i frwT: akR 1 itsi : 


^?T ^IIH 


f^?RT 


&<rc\ 

3TR 


1 

2 

3 

4 

s 

6 


i^lwft S wIMT 


0 36 31 




41 


[-951. R 3TTT- 2 5Li Kv2007-341.^17. [J 



[win—g^3(ii>] 


HWI ^5T 7PTO*; 1w^7 27, 2008^l(^R S, 1930 


TJT 
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New Delhi, the 26th $e plember, 2008 

S. O. 2710^ Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is 
necessary in the public interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from 
Devanagondhi to New Bangalore International Airport Devanahaili in the Stale of 
Karnataka, a pipeline should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 


And, whereas, it appears that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land described in the schedule annexed to this 
notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of 
the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty 
one days from the date on which the copies of this notification, as published in the 
Gazette of India, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of the pipeline under the land, to 
Shri.R.RJannu, Competent Authority (Karnataka), Indian Oil Corporation Limited, 
ATF Pipeline Project, No*719, Ground Floor. 4th Cross, 7th Main, Kalyna Nagar, 
1st Block Bangalore-560043 (Karnataka). 


SCHEDULE 


Name of the Village 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division 

no. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

L 


1 

2 

3 

4 

6 

■ 6. J 


Hobli: Jala 
DHUMMANAHALLI 


41 


36 


31 


[F. No. R-25011/3/20Q7-O.R-I1 
S. K. CHITKARA, UnderSecy, 
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[Pa&t 11 - Sec. 


stf tTjftit huim-u 

^ , 39 3TTW, 2008 

W.OT. 2711947(1947 
*ft14) ?£\ tro i? ^ "^U ?di«i4K 

^ li^spra ^ ^ +14+141 ^ 

3i^v F afftftfw t^K 3$\viT l \4> asTn^pii, 

~<£ i*trz wit 1231/08) ^y*TW(Tis# 

£, <£st*T TTT^TT ^ 28-R-2008 W £31T ^TTl 

[^. TSa-! 2012/41/2004-3^. m II)] 
Tlftra TFS ^fwil 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 

Npw Delhi, the 2 9 ih August, 2008 

S,0, 2"tl,—In pursuance of Seption [7;*frtie 
Industrie! Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947j, the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award f Ref No. 17.21- 0B) 
cf the Industrial Tribunal, A hinedabsd (Gujarat) as shown 
in the Armews Fn the industrial dispute between the 
management of Allahabad Bark and their wort men. which 
was received by the Central Go vein merit on 28-OE-20H8. 

(Nt].[,-12GI2'4ta004-IR{B-EI)l 
R A .1 JNDER. K UlVl A R. Dc * k {Officer 
ANNFXEREl 

K«ESIiRIP-SI-DAVE, PRFJSIMNGOFFKIKR 
lNRt.CTRULTKimmUAHMEr>AlUl> 

Krfcrente (ITC) No * 221 m 
(Old) Reference (CGJ.T. A) Nci. 1456 JM 

AndUl)if AT JON 

STETWEF.N 

The General Manager 

Altehabsd U ink. 

Regional Office. 

2nd Moor, Nliviti I muse, 

Op[» S^ro^r f : atel Sewa^amai EJhav.sn, 

C.G. Road. Niividnupura. 

A h: nedulif?d ■ 5 £000(1 (G u i u rut) . -1 -1 r< Ratty 

AND 

ShriS^iiSX ftrirl. 
rhnV; 1 -. A 2 f i.> 

Sbrinadu V:-'.pLw L 
Swastik l J ;i('k S<;i iety. 

Near Skimm VNrbie. 

Al:kui Road, IjhcNir. 

Sural - ^r: ( ■ i :ktrat i . . -r :d R. Lrh 

Dispillc fC!M: )ii:e. ni 
rormiTUiiu'!! of the 
services of riv 
wortimn. Si -ri N.iml K. 
Patci 


APPEARANCES 

Advocte h Ms, S. N, Bhavsar for the first party. 

Advocate, Shri Hitesh IX Katliarotiyg for the Second party. 

AWARD 

l r The Under Secretary, Minislry of Labour, 
Government of India, New Delhi has referred to Lh is T ribunal, 
the dispute between above parties, for adjudication, vide 
its letter dated 27-0(3-2004. The dispute is shown in the 
Schedule as under:— 

SCHEDULE 

Jt Whether the action of the management of Allahabad 
Bank through the Assisi ant General Manauer in 
terminating the sen 1 ices of Shri Sunil K, Patel by way of 
‘dismissal w ithout notice" w e.f 3-3-200] is legal, proper 
and justified? If net, what relief the concerned 
workman, Sim Sum) K. Pole! is entitled to and bom 
which dale and whai other direct ions are necessary in 
the matter T 

7 Both the parties are served with notice and panics 
appeared before the Tribunal Hi rough their Advocate. 

i. In the course of hearing The matter, the second 
party has filed withdraw pi putshis E\. IE and submitted 
before this Tribunal Him as the second partv and the first 
party Bank has settled the m;:Her, the second puny warned 
lo withdraw this manor :md ‘loughl tor permission lo 
withdraw the Reference 

4. In view of these jaibmihsions* this E"ribmuil 
recorded she withdrawal pmshis graining she penm'.sion 
to withdraw the Reference as p rased for. llicrelbic. 1 pass 
the following order in this Reference. 

ORDER 

The withdraw al purslii^ l:\. 13 a Moss ed and 
permission is yramed lo '.s iLMdross dii^ Kofcivnce as pruyed 
for. No order as lo the 

Date : 51-T-200* l\ R f>AVL. ttrevdiuv Dlllccr 

f^fr. : ■'i'iHt. 2/ifjii 

W L Wt r 2712.—wuilW* fimp, |94" Uy47 

^ 14 ) ^rr 'JTTT 1 7 %■ '*=?• n-r 11 -^r^q fV 9T, T^. 

3T. ^ Tra'fJrf^ ^ '"^hI^FFI VR 3^ FTFiETTf ^ 'fR. 

F sflatfiTF- FJ 'i'7- F ^ Ffh'TTTI 

T '. S'4 2ii(i!^ y+.HTRT FTFTt f. FI 

^ i ') I'.i 1 ^ '*:i TF 1 pn m 

[B, TlrT 4?!H2 iK|-3H^ *M. {FT.ilF-H) | 

=FRR FT. TT3T i^T^TTTT 

■New Delhi, il-x 1st SiTt'.-n’ihLT. 2D(tR 

S.O. 27]2.— l;'i pur^uiuiLe uf Section ) 7 uf the 
Industrial Dispute^ Act. !^47 (14 of 19471. the Cciural 
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[*flU n-W»« 3(ii)] 

Governmemherebypubhshes the award (Ref Na 1S34r2G0$) 
of the loduflrlal Tribunal, Ahmedabad (Gujarat) as shown in 
the Annexure in the industrial dispute between the 
mmaj^mertofGavfiinagar Electrical Division, Central Public 
Works I>^]artiiiaU,2/44-A'14,KjluS^, and their workmen, 
which was recrived by the Central Government on l-9-2008. 

[No. L-42013/18] (2Q054R (CM-II)] 
AJ AV KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

IN THE INDUSIRIALTRIBUNAL(CE3STRAL)AT 

ahmedabad 

BEFORE SHRl V, P. BHATT 
Reference (1TC> 1534/08/ 

Old Noi Reference (C.C.1XA.) No. 175/60 
ADJUDICATION 
BETWEEN 

1. The Executive Engineer (Electrical), 

Gandhinagar Electrical Division, CPW D, 

Second Floor, Niraum Sadar, 

Sector-10/A, CHH-3, 

Gandhinagar. 

2. The Assistant Engineer (Electrical), 

Central Public Works Department, 

Baroda Central Electrical Sub Station, 

Dak Bungktw, Fatehgunj Circle, 

Vadodara (Gujarat) - 390 002, 

3. The Superintending Engineer (Electrical), 

Central Public Works Department, 

Mumbai Central Electrical Circle, 

Second Floor. New C.G.O, Building 
New Marine Lines. 

Mumbai-400 020, 

4. M/s. Swastik Enterprises, 

2/44-A/14, Kalu Sarai, 

Behind Hauz Khaa T emt i nal, 

HauzKhas, New Delhi-110016, ...First Party 

AND 

Shri Vijay Haribhai Parmar& 5 Others, 

10/1701, Sanskar Nagar Apartment, 

Near Gay air i Nagar, 

Gotri, Vadodara (Gujarat) - 390 02! ,. Second party 

appearances 

Shri R. S. Munsbi for the first party. 

No one appeared for the second parly, 

AWARD 

This Industrial Dispute between the above said 
parties was referred by the Desk Officer, Government of 
India. Ministry of Labour, New Delhi vide order No. 

- L-42012/181 /2Q05-1R (CM-II) dated 14-09-2006 to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, 
Ahmedabad for adjudication under Section 10 (I) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947- The said dispute was 


subsequently transferred to this Tribunal by order of (he 
competent authority. The dispute between the panties 
relates to the following demands of (ha wortsmen concerned. 
‘‘Whether the action of the management of Central 
Public Works Department, Gandhinagar in 
terminating the services of Sh, Vijay Haribhai Pamnar 
and 5 others from the date of their respective 
termination as per ^enclosed, is legal and justified ? 
If not, t>o what relief the concerned workmen are 
entitled T 

After the case was transferred to this Tribunal, the 
unices were sent to the parties. It appeals that there are in 
all six workmen concerned in this case. The main workman 
is Vijay Haribhai Parmar of whose address is given in the 
order of Reference. Said Vijay Haribhai Parmar was served 
as per Ex. 5, ho we ver, neither he nor h is fellow workmen are 
attending This Tribunal, It therefore appears that none of 
the workmen have any interest in this case. This Reference 
case is, therefore, dismissed for want of prosecution. Order 
accordingly with no order as to costs. 

Ahmedabad 
Dated: 8-8-2008 

Y, P. BHATT. hufjstrial Tri tuna I (Central) 
^ ft*#, 1 2008 

■q*.3ir. 2713atiiliOi-F fcw stfaNn. 1947 (1947 

t*T 14) WI17 ^ 3RW71 

ywwna ^ rn'ienO uju, eiyftt if 

ftlte gjfeilfTO faqlk 3 3?ltlPicF 3TfWRTnr/«R -9I4IH9 
^ f, ’ail 

tu+it qft i - 9 - 200 S «ni 

[R.Hft-400u/26fl5-3ni am 
’ srspt qprrc 

New Delhi, the 1 st September, 2008 

S.O. 2713.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). ihc Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. — )of 
the Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court, Ahmedabad as shown 
in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employers in relation to (he management of Department of 
Posts and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 1-9-2008, 

[No. M001 l/26/95-lR(DU)l 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR. DcskOflitcr 

ANNEXLRF, 

BFFOKFSHRLY.P. BIIAIT, INDUSTK1ALTKHMJNAU 
AM M EDAB A]),GUJAWAT 

Vadodara No. llcf. (ITC) No- 4 of 199* 

CG1T, A T bad No, Ref. CGlTA No. 34 or 20(17 
(Stare [ nd. Tribu nal, A’bad No. 

Reference (1T-C) No. 1585 of 2B0R 
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ADJUDICATION BETWEEN 
Management of Post: Through 
LThe Chief Posr Master Genera), Ahmedabad. 

2, - The Sr, Post Master* Raopura, V adodara, 

3. Th e SSP Vadod ara. .. ,F irst party 

AND 

The workmen .Second party, 

]n the matter of termination of service of Shri G.S. Dudhwala, 

APPEARANCE 

Shri PM Rami* (he learned Assisi ant Govt, Pleader for (he 
first party. 

Shri Bharat T. Majmujar, the learned Advocate for the 
second party 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour in Government of' India 
referred this industrial dispute between the aforesaid parties 
vide its order No. L-4Q011 /26/95-IR(DU) dated 27-06- ] 996 
firstly to the Industrial Tribunal, Vadodara. Subsequently 
on establishment of (XjlT-cuitM,abour Court here at 
Ahmedabad. this dispute was transferred to the said CG1T 
vide orders of the competent auihorilics Thereafter, by an 
order o ["I Ion. High Court of Gujarat, this dispute along with 
(he other disputes pending with the CGfT were transferred 
lo ihc State industrial J'nbnnal at Ahmedabad. The 
registration number of lliis dispute is, ihizrcfnre, recorded 
for all Lite ihrec (rihuimls. The dispute relates to the 
lbIIowing demand nfihe workmen as staled in the schedule 
to (he order of Reference: 

“Whether (he action of management of Chief Post 
M art cr General. Vadodara Region Ahmedabad Posl 
M astci, RnopurO Brandi, Vadodara and SSP 
Vadodara. LtiM Division, Vadodara in lentiinafingiho 
services of Shri G.S. Dud Inval a is justified? [fno< lo 
wha l relie I'thc wo rk tn an is emit led t o 7 1 1 

7 Shri G. S. Dud hu-a la. bond na Iter re ferred to as ' L The 
workman" filed statement OJ claim m Lx. 7 and fluted tEierdn 
thai he was working under the Hrs;i party, hereinafter 
relerrcd to ashe enipluyer |L on the vucym posl of pucker 
from 17-OS-19 £16 and his service* were term nutted by jin 
oral order daicd 3 I-08-3988, It is slated by the workman 
that he was not issued any ehnrge sheet, memo etc. und 
Ihdi hk services were satisfactory; that he fore tern muting, 
his services, no due procedure was followed nor any 
opportunity of hearing was given and 1 here fore, his 
termination amounts to illegal retrenchment '3 lie work man 
has also staled the numbers of days he worked m a tabular 
form and suhm itted that he had completed 24f) day* services 
continuously arid tlic term in at ion of his service by an mu I 
order bei i se i I lega I. h e i s en I i 11 e d l o be rc instated i n s c r v ice 
w-i(h full wages. It is alleged that the employer has adopted 
Lac Lies of perpeuud ad-hoc ism; that junior persons arc 


retained; that during che conciliation proceeding the 
management had stated that it is because of the desire of 
the authorities that the workman is not being reinstated. 
The authorities remained present during the conciliation 
but did not concede to hh claim and hence ihc conciliation 
Officer had to make a fai I ure report. T he workman algo' slalcd 
that he is out ofjob since his termination and accordingly 
it is prayed that he may be reinstated with full back wages 
and continuity of service etc. 

3, The employer filed defence statement at Lx. 13 and 
denied various contentions raised by the workman in the 
statement of claim. It is submitted by the employer thal the 
workman was engaged in leave period of various permanent 
Group - D officials by the Sr. Post Maslcr, Vadodara I lead 
Office, [t is denied tha! the workman was appointed on 
clear vacant post. It is again stated that he was cn^ai^ed on 
short term periods of leave of permanent Group - D officials 
and when their leave was over, such siaffjoined their duties 
and hence the workman cannofbe continued again m (he 
same post; that it was a contract of specific short term 
leave period of permanent staff. it is also submitied by the 
employer that the workman was not recruited through the 
departmental due procedure and he was not regularly 
appointed and therefore, there Lg no provision to issue 
chargesheels etc.; that in fact when the permanent group - 
D staff joins his duty, the workman Has lo go home; that 
the behaviour, attitude of The workman eic. has no 
relevance; that the workman cannot in any circumstances; 
can possess the status of the regular employee of the 
department and therefore, there is no qucslion of his 
reinstatement; lhat no juniors were retained or -absorbed 
as al teged by the werki nan 11 [a su hi ni [ ted by (ho e m pfiw er 
(hat lastly the work man was en^ijted for two days i,e. For 
UI -09-88 and 02-09-88 and the conciliation proceed ings were 
held; on 25-1 2-1 994. Thus, there was abnormal delay on 
the pari of the workman; (tint since Lhe workman lud noi 
fulfilled (he conditions tor iccrui uncut i c unmination 
th ro ugh the L in p loy me nt E : v c h a nge, c \ am i nai ion. se I ect io n 
eic. he had no locu^ srundi for being absorbed in the 
department of the employer, li i* also con (ended by lhe 
cmpEoyer that the department i> noi an industry wnlim ihe 
Industrial Disputes Act. Alter certain repel ition L the 
employer requested to dismiss hi is Reference ease. 

4 ' Fhe workrTiaj i dept > -.ed n r I: \ 19 win; rtri n Ji e * to( ed 
that he was appointed hv Senior Fort Mailer and was 
working in Raopuru Post Office. that lie wa*. appointed in 
dear vacancy of Group -\Y ^all'mid worked as such 1mm 
lj-08-86 (o 3E-08-8X, lie v\i ]r . oral I y discharged; no 
tom pen sat i on was poid; that ru filled up bond of Rs, IfW 
lEut he had worked for ^2 day*;; ilui KM Saiyad and KG 
Adhyaru have been ;$p:\fimed iil'to him and are Mill 
working. In (he cross e>cuminui inn. ihc workman smicd that 
he was failed m SSL' and irim li^ in(erGuw was mu held 
and was dircaJy tiikcn. i l L - denied tha; he was taken tm 
work i n place of pen m 11 iu: I v i n pi^ )> cc whe n 11 1 uy pn ?c ei\led 
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on Lfiave. He was not given identity card nor he was given 
other facility; that tie was given salary after obtaining 
signature in the pay roll He denied that he cannot read and 
write in English, He admits that he wte not given order in 
writing by the employer He finally admits that he was giver 
work when the permanent employee of the department 
proceeds on leave. 

5 1 Considering the deposition of the workman, the 
days of his service does not seem to be challenged by the 
employer in the cross examination. Similarly p his allegation 
that KM Satyad and KG Adhyani who were taken after him 
were continued in the service is also not challenged in the 
cross examination. The only material admission that was 
obtained in the cross examination was that he was given 
worlc when the permanent *D 7 staff proceeds on leave. He 
has denied that he had not worked continuously, 

6. The employer examined Shri Panabhai 
Chhaganbhai Gamit as its witness at Ex. 37 who is Deputy 
Post Master at Vadodara. He admits that the workman was 
working on daily wages basis and was given work when 
permanent employee proceeds on leave; that he was paid 
wages for the days he had worked; that he was given work 
with a view that the work of postal department may not be 
stopped in the absence of the permanent employee. It is 
staled by the witness that he was not appointed as per 
rules of the Government. In the cross examination, the 
witness was shown Ex. 20 which Ls the details of presence 
of the workman produced by the employer vide list Ex. 14. 
The witness states that the muster roll and pay roll of the 
workman are in the custody of the accounts office. He 
states that the Post Master can retain outsider on work; 
lhat in 1986 the qualification for Group b D' was seventh 
standard pass. The witness admits that the work which 
was taken from the workman was that of a permanent 
employee in the later’s absence. Rest of the cross 
examination does not seem to be material for the purpose 
of this case. 

7. tf we consider the deposition of the witness of the 
employer, only one fact is coming out and that is - the 
workman was given work when the permanent employee 
proceeds on leave. It appears that at the relevant time the 
workman being SSC failed, was having qualification for 
being appointed as Group ‘D 7 stiff¬ 
ly The first closing pursish of workman is at Ex. 28 

and second is at Ex. 60. Similarly, the employer has also 
given two closing pmsish vide Ex. 38 and 65, The written 
arguments of the workman is at Ex. 66 and that of the 
employer is at Ex. 76.1 have considered the rival contentions 
of the parties in the written arguments together with the 
evidence on record. 

9. The undisputed fact is that the workman had 
entered the service of the employer on 13-08-1986 and had 
worked Up to 02-09-19B8. Barring August and September, 
1986 and the last month September, I98S, the workman 


had put in 23 to 30 days work in each month. Indisputably, 
the workman had put in more than 294 days of service 
whhin twelve months prior to his termination. Admittedly, 
he was not given notice of retrenchment* nor retrenchment 
compensation was offered or given to him. The only defence 
of the employer as is appear from the record is that the 
workman was given work because the permanent Group 
L D b employee had proceeded on leave and also with a view 
to see that the work of the post office should noi be 
stopped. If we go through Sec. 25F of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, wherein conditions precedent to retrenchment of 
workmen is stated* we do not find a provision thai if a 
workman is retained to do work of a permanent employee 
continuously for more than two years, he can be discharged 
without payment of retrenchment of compensation etc. 
Therefore, in the humble opinion of this Tribunal, the so 
called termination of the workman on 02-09-198 8 was 
retrenchment of the workman and since lhe conditions 
precedent were not followed by the employer, the said 
retrenchment was in violation of the provisions of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, In the written argumenis of the 
employer it is contended that the workman cannot be 
considered to be permanent because his appointment was 
not done after written test, oral interview etc. Sec. 251-' of 
the Industrial Disputes Act also does put a condition lhat 
the workman concerned should be a permanent workman 
and should have been appointed after written test, oral 
interview etc. The contention in the written arguments of 
the employer that the workman had not completed 240 days 
in any of the year is devoid of any merits because it is 
against the record produced in this case, 

10. From Ex. 20 it also does not appear that the 
workman was given work only when the permanent 
employee proceeds on leave h On several occasions the 
workman was given work on vacant post which fell vacant 
on account of retirement of concerned employee. On several 
occasion the workman was given work because the holder 
of the said post was sent on deputation to somewhere 
else. Thus, the workman had rightly contended in ihc 
statement of claim as also in his deposition that he was 
given work on vacant post. 

11. The learned Assistant Government Pleader drew 
my attention to the written arguments of the employer and 
submitted that postal department is not an industry within 
the definition of the “industry” given in the Industrial 
Disputes Acl, 1947 r He also cited decision of Hon. Supreme 
Court in Sub-Divisional Inspector of Post, Vaikam and 
Others Versus Theyyain Joseph etc. which was published 
in 1996II LLJ 230.1 have gone through the said decision, 11 
was held by Hon. Supreme Court that to provide 
telecommunication service to the general public and 
amenity, was essential pan of the sovereign function of 
the welfare state and hence the postal department was not 
an industry as defined in the Industrial Disputes Act, The 
learned AGP has also produced Swamy's Service Rules lor 
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the E D Sta tT wh i c h were d i scu ssed in th e sa id dec; i si oti o f 
Hon. Supreme Court. The present workman was not from 
ED staff. Ir was not the case of any of the panics that the 
workman was covered by (he ED staff. If Thai he so. he 
ought [o have been selected by a due process governed 
by said Swamy’s service rules for ED staff, if that be so. he 
could not have been discharged without following those 
rules. The fact is, the present workman was not covered by 
those rules and hence those rules have no application to 
present case, 

12, The decision of Hon. Apex Court in bub- 
Divisiona) Inspector ofBo5t h Vaikam Vis. Thcyyam Joseph 
etc. 1996 II1-3 -J 23 Q was rendered by a Two Judge Bench 
and the same was subsequently held by a Three Judge 
Bench of Hon, Apex Court as not laying down ihe correct 
law. The later decision came lo be published in 199S [ LLJ 
255 in General Manager^ TELECOM and Srinivasa Ruo S. 
and Others. At para 5 of the decision the Hon. Supreme 
Court stated : - 

5. A two judge Bench of this Court in Thewani 
Joseph's case (supra) held that the function 
of the Postal Department are pari of rhe 
sovereign functions of the Stale and a is. 
therefore, not an 'industry’ within the definition 
of Section 2(j) of the Industrial Dispute* Act. 
1947. incidentally, this decision was rendered 
without any reference to the seven Judge 
Bench decision in Bangalore Water Supply 
(supra). In a later two Judge Bench decision in 
Bombay Telephone Canteen Employees' 
Association case (supra), this decision was 
followed for taking the view than he Telephone 
Nigam is not an 'industry 1 . Reliance wasp hi ccd 
in Theyyam Joseph's case (supra) for that view. 
However, in Bombay Telephone Canteen 
Employees' Association case (i,e. the Liter 
dec ision), we find a reference to die Bangalore 
Water Supply case. After referring to the 
decision in Bangalore Water Supply case 
(supra) it was observed thai if the doc trine 
enunciated in Bangalore Water Supply case is 
strictly applied, Ihe consequence is 
'catastrophic'. With respect, wc are unable to 
subscribe to this view for the obvious reason 
that it is in direct conflict with the seven Judge 
Bench decision in Bangalore Water Supply 
case (aupra) by which wc are bound. U is 
needless to add chat it is not permissible 1 Tor 
us., or for that malter any Bench of lessor 
strength, to take a view contrary to that in 
Bangalore Water Supply cast (supra) or to 
bypass that decision so tong as it .holds the 
field. Moreover that decision was rendered 
long back nearly two decades earlier und wo 
find no reason to think otherwise. Judicial 
d isci p li ne req u ires us to fo I low the d e c is ion i n 
Bangalore Water Supply case (supra). Wc 
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must, the xUjic iiJJ Unit the dedsiun in 
Thcyynin Joseph case nupraj and Bmn!ci\ 

Telephone C.jiUccji hrikih^ees' AsstkiaLimi 
cast (supraKaniLoi he L rented Lb laying d<mii 
the correct ulw This being llieoiiK point fur 
decision in Lhi> appeal. it uiu^l Gil 

I am of the view that in \ iev l= i he uloi esi id Ink r deck-ion. 
the decision cited by learned AGP in They jam Joseph's 
case will not be applicable to pics cm The pu si l lI 
department is an r iudu,>t:o ' nnd the present work mini wus 
* workman ’ within the meaning of the ludu.stikil Disputes 
Act. 

13. Even otherwise also. in Sec. 2 winch dc1inv> 
various clauses of die IsuiLhU'iui Disputes Act. there is 
definition of'public gtdilv wn ke' LindcT 2 pil (ill) iiillI 
postal, telegraph nr telephone mts ices arc held in he pL:h Iie 
util ity serv ice. Th e fi rsl Sr het I ■ 1 1 e i o i he ■>;* i d Ac t r n u m c r.i i c s 
various industries which may ne declared as pub lie milky 
services by the appropii.nc Government. Sec. 22 imputes n 
ban on 5TRIKE in (lie public utihty ^c r \ice wilhoat oci't ,\ i 1 1 
formalities otherwise suike could be held to be illegid. 
Presently, even the telephone services, cellular phone 
services and courtier sms ices are being or.tmsteti to the 
private parties with certain regulatory restrictions and 
therefore* perhaps such industry iulw noi be called part ol 
sovereign function of the State. 

14. The retrenchment of ilk woikman was. thuvibre. 
illegal. The quest ion is. hlv-ud he'oc ^instated' 1 Ot\i;narily\ 
when retrenchment i± held lu ov iikgnl. lho uorU'-.n 
concerned has to be jeuht.iTcd.. Hide me dueiiimw th.it n 
is not neceiS ary tO bl w aT J t l- n i O; i re i ne m . n 0\ ery c ase w here 
the retrenchment is held :u he illegal In ihe Mew oi'ihn 
Tribunal, each cose must Iv coLinmed on iis own mcci^ 
There is no dispute that The workman had cOntlnuou^o 
worked for more lhan two ye;tri. the employer hiis aI so 
not refuted the con tent ion of the uoikmauU:ai lib. Juniors 
have been continued. The -a-mlman hod also given mini eh 
ofhis junior workers. The wiinu^ofthe employer lias also 
admitted that presently tlieieme a 7 posts of Group [)'. 
1'he circumstances lints the workman hud even worked on 
vacant post when ilk reu.:i:or employees were sen 1 on 
deputation, All these facts snows limt workman should he 
ordered to be reinstated with continue of service. 

15. So far as the hock wages are concerned, tin? same 
cannot be awarded to the workman. 1'he reason being lhat 
the workman was reLrenched on 02-09-19 ft ft. Wc do ntu 
know when he stalled the proceeding before couciliiiliuu 
officer bur there is one ronton linn ot’ific wcirklVian' in Olc 
staiement of claim ai paragraph & mid ihut is admmed b> 

I he employer in ihc deE'cnui: si ale men! at paragraph II that 
(he cone i li at ion proceed i ngs were liel d i>n 2 5 - S 2 -19 0-i W e 
do not know that t( was die orily dale and on mi mher 
dates the conciliation proceedings wurc held It m;w be 
presumed from the aforesaid facts that ihetc wlls some 
delay on the part of the work man. but in the absence of the 
statutory limhatSon such dcl;i.y ma> not disemiiIc the 
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wcviopaQlrcimdaifiung the relief (>f™nstittjw!rtsofefa& 
present case is concerned, but he can certainly be denied 
the monetary benefit in the nature of back wages. Another 
aspect of the matter is that though the oral evidence of the 
employer was over on 07*0 1*2003, neither the workman nor 
his representative argued ther case before the Industrial 
Tribunal, Vadodara where (he case was being conducted 
initially. The workman must also have earned'some thing 
during the period of hii unemployment This Tribunal, 
therefore, is not inclined to grem any back wages to the 
workman. In the result, 1 pass the following order:— 
ORDER 

This Reference care is allowed. The action of the 
concerned Postal Authorities as slated in the schedule to 
the order of Reference in terminating the services of Shri 
G S. Dudhwala is held to be unjustified. The workman is 
held entitled to reinstatement with continuity of service 
but without back wages. The said Postal Authorities shall 
reinstate the said workman within one month from the date 
of publication of this award. 

There is no order as to costs. 

Date: 13th August. 3008 

Y P BHATT, Industrial Tribunal 
2 2008 

mM, 27i4.^rsM% fctrc sifaform, m7 (1947 
^114)^ <TO 17 T? tf, 4i-efo tlWR V|H<fl4 "HID 

Pl'M ^ TFf*Sfj FrHlw<ftT m*Wli ^ ’ftw, 

■aijSS efhsilPim ftWR -JliJiPie* 

atPfofrorl i, msWg ^ (Trerf riro m/2002)u?r 
WdllfM t, # W&K ^ 2-9-2008 ^ lira ?3TT 
tni 

HeT-22012/54/2001-W#. 3R <#3*9-1|>] 

anrc arfuuafl 

New Delhi, the 2nd September, 2008 

S.O. 2714.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No t 79/ 
2002) of the Central Govt. Endusiria]-Tnl)unal^iiin«Labour 
Court No. 1, Chandigarh as shown in the Annex ure, in the 
industrial dispute between the management of Food 
Corporation of India, and their woiinten, which was received 
by the Central Government on 2*9-2008. 

[No. L-22012/54/2001 -IR (CM-ll)] 
AIAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

beforeshricyanendra KUMARSHARMA, 
PRESIDING OFFICER CENTRA L GOVT. 

INDUSTRI ALTRlB UNAL-CCM-LABOUR COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH, 

Case No, ID 179/2002 
Sh Darshan Dyal, 

C/o General Secretary, 

Trade Union Council, 

Patiala- .Applicant 
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Versus 

(1) The Asstt. Manager (D), Food Corporation of India, 

Dhaninkck 

(2) Sr. Regional Manager, FCI, Punjab Region, Sec 34-A, 

Cha ndig arh ...Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

For the Workman None 

For the Management Sh. N. K. Zakhrtri 

AWARD 

Passed on-13-8-21008 

Central Govt vide notification No. L-22012/54/2001- 
1R (CM-ll),dated 29-8-2002 has referred the following 
dispute to diis Tribunal for adjudication. 

‘ Whether the action of the management of Fond 

Corporation of India in terminating the services of 

Sh. Darshan Dyal S/oSh Ral Lat b legal and justified ? 

If not, to what relief the workman is entitled to and 

from which date 1 ?” 

2. No one is present on behalf of workman. Learned 
representative of the management Shri N. K. Zakhmi is 
present. Since morning this reference has been called 
number of times. At 10.45 a.m. it was ordered to be placed 
before this Tribunal once again at 2 p m. it is 2,30 now and 
on repeated calls no one is present, in spite of having of 
foil knowledge of the proceedings of this reference. The 
reference is as old as referred to this Tribunal in the year 
2002. On repeated calls since morning rto one is present. 
Accordingly, the reference is dismissed in default for non- 
prosecution. Central Government be in formed accordingly. 
File to be consigned. 

Chandigarh 
Dated: 13-8-200& 

G K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

M fovft, 1 2008 

^r. 3 n. 2715 .— 4 Wj#> stfafamt, 1947 (1947 

14) dm t7 <£ atgarai tf, wfit nrhI4 tuts 
iTTT IWMrtVl 3) wn* ^ 

aijftj 3 fanm 3 awsilPWi 

tffoiRtrf t l, Tjvjj ilg ^ 141/2002) T* 

umilriti «h«il Utl 2-9-2008 ^ w<r 1[JTT ®m 

[■R. 1^-22012/80/2001 -Hit sm. Ctf/ipT- 11)1 
sram ^*ii( iff?, ii&> 3tfira?itl 
New Delh i ( the 2nd September, 2008 

S.O, 2715.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 141/ 
200^) of the Central Govt. I ndustrial-Tribunal-cum-l.abour 
Court No. !, Chandigarh as shown in the Anncxurc, in the 
industrial dispute between the management of Food 
Corporation of India, and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 2-9*2008. 

[ No, L-220 L 2/80/2001 -IR (CM-!1)| 
AIAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Ollkcr 


WTTTI5N* jftpFRT27,2008/3411^5, 1930 


3467GI/08—6 
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A3VNEXURE 

BEFORESHRI GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA. 
PRESIDING OFTTCERCENTRAL GOVT, 


INDUSTRIAL TRI BUNA Ij-CUM-LABOOR COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH 
C#sc No. I.D 141/2002 

Sh. Jamail Singh, 

G"o Genera) Secretary', 

Trade Union Council, 

Patiala. ., Applicant 

Versus 

(1) The AsslL Manager (D;, Food Corporalion uflndia, 
Dharamkol. 

[2) Sr. Regional Manager FC[, Punjab Region»Sec. 34-A, 

Chandigarh . , , Responded 

APPEARANCES 

For t|ie Workman None 

For the Management Sh. N. K,2iikhmi 

AWARD 

Passed on-13-6.2008 

CentraJ Oovl. vrde Notification No, L-22012/A0/2U01 - 
1R {CM'JIl^daled 24-7-2002 has referred the following 
dispute to;his Tribunal *br adjudication. 

Whether action of the managetnern of Food 
Corporation of jJidits in terminating die services of 
Sh. Juuidl "pingli S.-o Sh Buchan Singh is legal ami 
i usii J ied 0 j f rsoi. to w hat reJ ref l fie workman is eui ii 1 ud 
to 

2, No L 1 [!c is present on behalf of workman. Learned 
reprv■ sent.ni vc affile management Shri N. K. /nkhmi is 
presen]. Seiicc ii orrijn^ this reference has been called 
n umber e f t ,- ;nts. A i 10 ■ ^ -c. r n ]i was u rdered to be p laced 
before this Tribunal once ago in at 2 p. in It k 2 Jft now arid 
on repeated ualls no o:- ii present, in spite of having of 
fiill knowledge of tic proceed in y?i of this nC fere nee. The 
reference is as old ns referred to this Tribunal in the year 
2002. On repeated culls since morning no one is present. 
Accordingly, the reference is dismissed in ddbultfnr non- 
prosecution. Central Government bo informed accordingly, 
File to be consigned. 

Chandigarh 

Dated: J3-6 O.(j0N 

O. K.SI1AKMA. Priding Officer 
M j ffRFT? 200(4 

TET.m 271(1.- aTrETrtfl^fWf W47 ( 1047 

^rT 14 J VR1 17 ip ^7^r-fJTTJ ^ TpFflT 

fawr ^ wfhi ^ ^ fwrarj WT 44-FM. I ^ . 

■■^TTcl'-T 4 ! , ^ Tf?. f TFT^r ^i'^n 

£7..2i)<ii i i-m-ium* 

ft W ?r-3n cm 

I 4. ^■■4l)i'ir2.S2b'2f)(K) iTT7 iTp- ) I 
'i? 7 ^ 4^', 
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New Delhi, the 3rd September, 2008 
SfO. 1716.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 or J947} n the Central 
Government hereby publishes ihc award (Ref No 87/2001) 
of the Central Govt, I ndusirial-Tribunal-cum-Labour Court 
No. [, Chandigarh now a* shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Department of Telecom, and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
3-9-2008. 

[ No. L-40G12/524/2000'! R (DU)] 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Deik Officer 
ANNEX! JHE 

BEFORE SHRI GYANFNIJKA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESIDING OFFICER CENTRA LCOVT. 

INDUSTRIAL TRJ BUNA DO J M-LA Itt >URCOURT-|, 
OlANDfGARU 
Case No* 1.1? 87/2001 
Sk iaswant Singh. 

SA> Sh. Nathu Singh, 

Cto N. K. Jett, 27349, 

Lai Singh Basti Road, BhaLrnda 
(E J unjab) 151001 ...Applicant 

JY r\tix 

(I) The Divisional Engineer. Telegraph, Microwave 
Maintenance, Bhatindu (Punjab) 15100! 

. , .Respondent 

appearances 

For the Workman None 

For the Management Sh. Ahish Babbar 

AWARD 

Parsed cm-I 2-8-200ft 

Central Govt, vide Notification No. L^OO 12/5247000^ 
IR (Outdated 3 I -1'2001 hn* re Juried the following dispute 
to Lhb Tribunal for adjudication. 

’"Whether the action of the management of Food 
Corporalion ol India in lermirtaiing the services ot 
£h. Jaswant Singh S/o Sh Nathu Singh is just and 
legal 7 Knot, to what relief the workman is entitled 
and from which dale J ' 

2. No one is present on behalf of workman. Learned 
represen lative of the management Shri Anisli Bab bar is 
present. Since morning ihi> reference has been called 
number of titnev At lfl.4^ ;mi L it was. ordered to be placed 
before [his Tribunal once again at 2 pm. [t is 2.30now and 
on repealed calk no one is present, in spite of having oi 
full knowledge uf the proceedings of this reference. The 
reference k as old as retried loihis '1 ribunal in [he year 
2001. On repeated calls since morning no one in present. 
Accordiugly.the reference is dismissed in default for non' 
pru^ct: utj on r Cent ra IG (i vc rn 11 ie 11 1 be i n Ibrtncd accord i ni;l>. 
File to be consigned. 

Chandigarh 
Dated: I2-S-200S 


i*. SI \ >\R WA. VTi^diiwitM'fitict 
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^ 3 2008 

OT. 91. 2717.—dlltilPWi [WHt JlfkfhdH, 1947 {J947 
"^T 14) ^ W 17 ^ 3ffjRTW ibsln 

^ TR4tR ^ 1^5 f*i*i1 fl<nT sll 11^ m« 
^ wN, SppriN ^ IhI^M sNtfjpp iWUN ^f ^#*T tW*H. 
jftef i P i » aiPrei^OT *twm < t, 

CiMii H7 /mW f ,^nwtiil 

3-9-2008 wn $sn ?n < 

N- ^“42012/80/92-311$ 3IR<*i) ] 

3111 *yiu srfWiil 

New Delhi, the 3id September, 2008 

S.O. 3717.—Iti pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), die Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 117/ 
93) of the Central Government Industrial TribufiaJ-eiim- 
Labour Court No. I, Chandigarh, now as shown in the 
Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of M/a BBMR, and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 3-9*2008, 

[NO. L-42Q !2/8(V92*IR(DtJ) 
AJAV KUMAR. GAUR, Desk Officer 

AWEXURE 

BEFORE SHR1 GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESIDING OFFlCERtCENTRALGOVERNMENT 
INDDSTRIALTIUBUNAL- CUM-LABCXJR COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH. 

Case No, ID 117/1993 

Shu Sordari Lai C/o President, 

Nangal BtokraMazdoor Sangh, 

Nangal Township, District Repair. .. .Applicant 

Versus 

The Chief Engineer, BBMB, 

Nangal Township, District Ropar .. .Respondent 

appearances 

For the Workman: Shrl R, TL Singh 

For the Management ; Shri Bhftgat Singh 

AWARD 

Passed on 13-8-08 

Ministry of Labour, Government of India vide 
Notification No. 1x420(12/80/92 IR-(DU) dated 29-9-93 
referred the following industrial dispute for judicial 
adjudication: 


“Whether the decision of the management of 
B.B.M.B, communicated to Shri Sardafi Lai in 
compliance with the directions of the High Court of 
Punjab and Haryana dated 6-11-90 in Civil Wrh 
Petition No. 14026/90 is legally justified? if not to 
what relief the workman is entitled/*' 

As per the statement of claim, the workman, an ex- 
serviceman of the Indian Army and had served the same 
for about 15 years as Wireless Operator, was employed by 
the management of respondent ns Wireless Operator lo 
ihe year 1982 m the Hydrotogy Division and was deput'd 
to work on specified period to every rainy season iiil 1989. 

As per the policy decision of the management, the 
management had taken some persons on daily-wages as 
Wireless Operators. The persons who were taken as 
Wireless Operators, on daily-wages are Srtri Vii/ya Dass, 
Shri Samp Chand and Shri Arjun Sk syi posted at Sunni. 
Sunder Nags* and Dallil respectively, since July, 1989 on 
regular basis, irrespective of the fact, that all these persons 
named above were junior to him, No: etainerehip al lowaiu e 
was given for the period m which petitioner was put t» 
fdolness after the expiry of every rainy season. Shri Sar :p 
Chand was appointed even though he was not having the 
required qualification and was over-aged and the name of 
the workman was not considered which is unfait labour 
practices, The workman had made m mber of 
representations to the management of respondent for 
regularization of his services and the test represomshon 
by Registered A.D. was sent to the management on 4-1-90. 
Therefore, regularization in service is prayed by the 
workman.' 

Apart from the objections on merit few preliminary 
objections were, raised by the management. Considering 
the nature of the preNmfrrary olgtfctfotis raised and on the 
basis of the fact that these preliminary objections were not 
pressed, thereafter, I am not mentioning the preliminary 
objections. It has been stated by the management of 
respondent in written Statement that except for the 
monsoon season of 1983, as the workman did not appear 
for die interview, he was given a regular work in the year 
1982, and from 1984 to ] 990, The selection was based on 
the interview every year and the appointment was given 
for specified period during monsoon season in these years. 
Management denied that any person junior to him was 
appointed on the regular basis against the permanent 
vacancies. In the year 198S, all the4persons namely Vldya 
Dass, Arjun Singh. Sarup Singh and Sardari La) were 
selected for the monsoon season and all were informed to 
join on 9.7,98 telegraphically. Shri Vidya Das joined nn 
9-7-88, Shri Arjun Singh joined on 10-7-88, Shri Sarup Singh 
joined on 11-7-88 and the workman Shri Sardari Lai joined 
on 13-7-88, Thus, on the basis of the date of joining Sardari 
Lai, the workman was junior to all the three persons named 
above. As per the policy letter No, 30315-450-PD/468/87-A 
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dated S-7 ^ ihmcd incompliance of directions iTHon'Lilc 
the Hign i. :=::sl gi\cn in Civil VVrir Pet if inn No. 2 J 7. : "SS > 
Smt. Kant Piari and Others tw R.R.M.R , the workman is 
junior to all tj L L- three utjove named persons. Hoc'ble the 
Supren i j Court o f [ nd k i n C Lv i ] Appeal No. 563 590 d cc I ined 
to inlcrveru' in [he policy msttruciuins made by [he 
m arugemeni o f H. \ $ M. R The w-orkni: m w ere appui nt ci J Jbr 
b ii'.' shun ncriod, therefore. there is no quest: on in the 
pay men t n i re? ai uersli i p allowance ■ 

i rum :': L ;■ leadings tit'parties, if is aLso evidem that 
He ?V■! e! hi s r^: ■ ■ k nee Shi i Sardari Lai raised a demand notice 
and di.fU:-: the conciliation proceedings before ALC, 
ChailULj irl.. he withdrew the demand notice and filed a 
writ petition tilled as Writ Petition No. J402fr-Ofl before 
Punjab ood Haiysma High Court, The division Bench of 
Fuji} a! and Haryana High Court on 5-11-99 parsed the 
follow i.igtrdcr,. ■ — 

L / her kmrng The learned counsel for the petitioner 
■u- l V. - i. L r ri;presentation mode by the petitioner in 
the ■■■ ■ of application dated 28-.N88 i.Annexure 
!1 - 0. Amt-CvijicF-J and dated ! 4-1-90 (A nncMLTt P~5) 
li.'LVi? rif:« bc^n conHdered by the respondents order. 
The ■'e^pcHidents -ire directed To examine rhe 
contend ns made by the petitioner in the aforesaid 
repr^enrjunns and decided the same in accordance 
withliio. H. passing speaking order within 5 months, 
F^tEtioti Stan da deposed of" 

On perusal oflhe materials on record, it is also evident 
thu the reprecental ion* of wot km an Shvi Sardari Lai were 
considered and examined as per law, policy msirncrtonsof' 
the maiiggemeni and a self contained speaking order was 
passed side letter "No. 11 8-.2.'FIYD dated 23-1-91 rejecting 
to the claim* of the workman. The decision of Executive 
Engineer dared 23-1-91 w^a* conveyed lo the workman. 
Thereafter, the workman again raised the mdusirml dispute 
which was referred by Ministry of 1.3 bo or. Government of 
Tndia to this rnbunol for judicial adjudiuulion on account 
oflhe Jailors nflhc conciliation proceedings. 

1 hi main quest ion for do term i nation before this 
Tiibun.ii i* wheiher the management of the respondent 
hii.s n igTuly rejected die contentions of work man made by 
h'tn in luo representations. The claim of the workman is 
that I he service* of 3 junior s were regularized and he was 
doited lor me regularization The management Lad disputed 
[his contention hs sa> iug that all the 3 persons named by 
ihc workman are senior to him as per Ihc seniority list 
available on record, 1 have gone through die -Seniority Lise 
which was prepared by the management of respondent in 
compliance of the order of the Hon’hie High Court of Punjab 
and Haryana given in Civil Writ Petition No. 27 86, 
Snu. Ram Fiari andCthers v.t. B.B.MO. The seniority list 
prepared by the management under directions of Hon'hle 
the High Court of Punjab and thnyami wits not i merited 
by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 5935 : 90 and 
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accordingly the seninrily tisl prepared as per the EWrd 
Policy No, 3031 -4^/PD- : -lftS, ! S?-A dated 8-7-88 become* 
final. As per the seniority lift, the 3 persons named by the 
workman in his statement of claim namely Sliri Vidya Das*, 
Shri Arjun Singh and Shri Samp Singh arc senior loSardari 
Tal n the workman in presenl case. The management of 
respondent has also shown the cause of juniorify oT 
Shri Sardari Lai as he joined on 13-7-88 whereas, the above 
named persons have j oi ned earli er to 13 -7-8 8, Thus, o n t he 
basis of the policy decision taken by the management of 
respondent which wa*. in compliance of (he direction or 
HoiTbJe the High Court and was approved by the Jlon'bk 
Supreme Court of India, no dtserotion or regularization of 
the services ts made by [he management. Apart Itum lhts. 
[he rcgulariaaTion of the workman on uny other ground 
cannot be considered b> this Tribunal because of the 
directions of Hon L bk Ape\ Courl in Uma Uevi : s case 
(Secretary. State of Karnataka iw Uma Hcvi 
2t>06 SCT 462). 

Accordingly, the manageniem of'the respondent has 
rightly disposed of the j cpreseniarioii* of the workman 
with the right finding LJucllnirkg the pmyer ofihe workman 
and the workman is not entil led to any relief. S he re Pawnee 
is answered accordingly, t.ct CT-ntml Govcrnmcrn be 
inforrned. File he consigned 

Chandigarh 

G. K. ST I.ARM A, Presiding Officer 

W, 3 flT. 271 a. ato ip 4 ? ( 1 V 47 

^1 ]4) ^TTT i? T 1 T if' iSTtt-i m+.\* 

ft. ^^ ^ TRTFTTT m. T=rr: nhft-i.lft 

^ ^N, 3TJER4 ft ftrfswT ft rE?^TT 

dhEflfw arfw^/^TT ^ q^-? r ft i r ^ 
j45,-91 j -h\ VTrfyrrI ft, ftl 
3-9-20H8 ^ ^IT I 

I <i ^ 11 ■.: 11 -&ti -^rt c r 1 

ftr^, -■jiiwwt 

New- Delhi, ibeJrd September. 2fl{)8 

S.O. 2718. (n pursunncLMif Section 17 of'ihu 
!ndus[riat Disputes Act, I^ -|7(E i of 14-17), she CVnLral 
Government hereby publishes ihe award (RcJ'. Nn 
91) of fhe Central < '■ oi'rmm en i I n d usti' ia 1 I nb u na I -c u i 11 - 
Labour Court, No. I. t.’lunjignrli. as shown in (lie 
Anne x are, in ihe Jn> 1 1 l*i fi;il di>pule between tho cmpIoyers 
in relation to the mimogeincnr of M ; s. I31JMR and their 
workman, w-bteh wns receded by [he Ccmral Govern mem 
on 3-9-2008. 

|No.[.-420t]ld-9MR(nLA| 
A.TAV kt - MAR GAUL l>eT OiTiwr 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GYANENDRAKUMARSH ARM A, 

PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- CUMLABOUR COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID 145/1993 

SH. Satpal Shah, General Secretary. B.B.M.B, Karamclwi 
Sangh, Nangal Township, Disti. Ropar (Punjab)-1401 24. 

LJ1L Applicant 

Versus 

The Chief Engineer, Bhakra Dam, Bhakra Reas 
Management Board, NajigalTownship, Distt. Ropar (Pb.}- 
140124. 

....Respondent 

appearances 

For the workman : Shri R. K. Singh 

Fjor the management: Shri Bhagat Singh 

AWARD 
Passed on 12-S-OS 

Central Government vide notification no. L-420 1 ] / 
16/9l-lR(D,U0 dated 8-10-91, referred the following 
industrial dispute for judicial adjudication to this 
Tribunal : — 

" Weather the action of the Chief Engineer, Bhakra 
Dam* Nangal Township in declining to 

give pay protection to the workmen (as peT annexure) 
is justified? If not, to what relief the concerned 
workmen are entitled? 7 ' 

As per the pleadings of the panics, all of the workmen 
named in the annexure list to the reference, which are 18 in 
No. are retrenches of Beas Dam) BSL project. Out of the 
above workmen, the workmen mentioned at serial No. 1-11 
were re-employed in B.R.S. division whereas,the workmen 
mentioned from serial No, 12-17 were re-employed in the 
Bhakra Mechanical Division and the last workmen 
rnentioned al serial no 18 was re-employed in the Bhakra 
Dam, Division Nangal by the Chief Engineer* Bhakra Dam. 
It was, the fresh appointment of the workmen and the benefit 
vide letter No. 5259-61/BMB/1713/46/SUB, daicd 13-5-76 
regarding the increments to retrenched employees was 
given to all the workmen at the time of their fresh 
appointment. All the workmen accepted the benefit of 
increments and after their appointment raised the industrial 
dispute for the protection of the salary of basic pay which 
they were getting at the time of their retrenchment from 
previous assignment. 

All the workmen filed the affidavits and they were 
cross-examined by the Learned legal advisor of the 
management of B.B.M.B. Almost all the workmen have 
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accepted that for ihc reappointment of the retrenches there 
is a scheme for awarding the increment and their pay had 
been fixed in accordance with the, said policy Die main 
question for the determination of this Tribunal is whclher 
the workman is entitled for their protection of pay on fresh 
appointment to the B.B.M.B by the Chief-Engineer? 

It Is true that all the employees went fixed to the 
lesser basic pay as compared from the basic pay they were 
geuing in their previous assignment ai the time of ihcir 
retrenchment. But as stated earlier that their appointment 
i$ fresh in the different capacity artd as per the policy of tlu: 
B.B.M.B., which is accepted by all the workmen, they were 
given the benefit of the fixation nf pay by giving some 
additional increments on the length of service. As per the 
letter dated 13-5-76, which is the also decision of ihc 
B.B.M.B. for every retrenches on his re-appointment one 
increment will be given for two years services in the 
department from which he was retrenched subject io the 
five maximum increments. As per this policy decision, the 
pay of all the workmen was fixed and accepted by the 
workmen. Now, it is not open to them to re-open Lhe matter 
once again for fixation of the salary on die basis of the 
basic pay scale they were drawing In the previous 
department at the time of their reircnchmcnt. I he 
appointment of all the workmen is fresh. They have been 
given the benefit of the increments as per the above policy 
of B.B.M.B. and all the workmen have received the 
retrenchment compensation from the department, they were 
retrenched. Accordingly, this reference is answered 
positively that ihe action of the Chief Engineer Bhakra 
Dam, B.B,M.R., Nangal Township* 1 in declining to give 
pay protection lo the workmen (as per annexure) is justified 
and the workmen, are not entitled to any relief Lot the 
Central Government be informed. Pile is consigned. 

G, K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
Tiftrtfr, 3 ftEWT, 2008 

g>r, ot. 2719— aftdffirc: Iwr arWrrov 194? 
( 1947 W 14) *TO17 ^ ZFfiRW if 3^*1 TOW 44ft* 

<£ Wfe aSalPi* fens; 4 4^ tow 

flfetf TT 17/95) ^ y+l^ld WTf fc, 4^ TOW^ 

3-y-2008 ^ i 

■[n T^-420l2/66/94-3n£ W.0^)] 

7 fe„ ^rf^^rfl 

New Delhi, the 3rd September, 2008 

S^O, 2719.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref.No. 17/95) 
of the Central Government Industrial T rlbunal-cum-Labour 
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Court , No. I, Chandigarh, as shown in ihe Annexure L in 
the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to ihe management of Jawahar Navodaya Vidyalya and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 3-9-2U0B. 

[No, L-42012=W94-I RfDUJ 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SEIKI GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESIDING OFFICER* CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL FftlliUN A L- CUM'LABOUR COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID 17/1995 

Sh. Subey Singh S/o Sh. Flartnder Kumar, 

Advocate District Court, Bhrwani-125036 Applicant 

Versus 

' llic P ri ncipaL J a wahar N a voday a V idy alay a, 

I )evrala, I) i strict- Flh i wani .... Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

For the Workman ’ Sri Sagtr Ahmed 

for the munatzomcnt: Sri SandecpBhardwaj 

AWARD 

Passed on 1 >11-2(10! 

Central (jovernmern vide notification No, L-42012/ 
rth.'94-tkfD C.'s diilctl 22-2-95, referred the following 
HHluMri'Ll dispute lor judicial adjudication to this 
Tribunal: 

" Weather the action of the management oJ'Jawahar 
Navodaya Vidyalaya ai terminating ihe service of 
Shri Sobey Singh ox-group ’D' daily paid employee 
w.e.r. I 5' I2-42 jlisL iiiirand legal 7 If not, vvlul relief 
he is untitled to and I'roin w hat date 

I lie cnnlemion of the workman is iliiii he was 
appointed bv ibe Principal, Jtiwahar Navodaya Vidyalaya, 
Devrala on die post ul group D L w.e,f I2--I-91 and lie was 
jss igned the d Lit i es o f PI w i n her. Mess -ho I per and Pc< 'n -eti i n - 
Chowkidur. \ k was appointed ilunugh Eimploymenl J!.\cEi;.inge. 
Ektrynt.L on daily wages and lie continued lo work up to 
IS 12-92. Miid thus, he ha> completed more than !-4rt da^s 
service without imy break '[ he Principal. Jawahar Nasodnya 
V idva kiyu (enm 11 ui ted h i s scrv kvs on I >-12- 02 wii hour notice 
or retrenchment coin pen sat ion tor which lie raised ait 
industrial disputu held re R. L.L. and on failure of cone illation 
pioecedin^H thu above mentioned reference was referred lo 
this [ribuitMl h\ Central Government for judicial 
adjudication 

Principal k .Is iw ah Mr Ns i voday a Vidyalasa. Duvraki. 
lihiw-uni opposed the relerencc by film a wnlien smiemem 


He raised certain preliminary objections which were not 
pressed thereafter. On merits, it has been slated by the 
Principal, Navodaya Vidyalarya, Devrala that the workman 
was appointed on 12-4-91 against a temporary vacancy of 
d&ily wager for a limited period for casual work. The 
Government sanction iwa daily wager post for Kendriya 
Vidyalayu which were withdrawn and accordingly the 
wodtman was relieved. The workman has not work for 240 
days continuously in the preceding year from the date of his 
termination and accordingly was not entitled to any relief in 
terms of the reference 

Opportunity for adducing evidence was given to both 
ofthe parties. The workman filed his affidavit and was cross- 
examined by learned counsel for the Kendriya Vidyalaya and* 
accordingly, Principal Kedriya Vidyalaya filed his affidavit 
and was cross-examined in detail by learned counsel for the 
workmarL 

Certain documents have been filed by the workman. 
Order dated 12-4-91 which is the appoiniment letter of 
Shri Subcy Singh, workman is on record. Relieving order 
15-12-92 is also on record 1 hesc Setters are E ix. W .2 and W .3 
respectively. Ex, W,4 ^ ihc Idler written by the Principal 
Jawiahar Navodaya Vidyjilaya, UcvmIo on it)-1 2-92 to sl^e 
Deputy Director Navodaya Vidyalaya Saniiti. Regional Office 
Jaipur asking him to sanction one post of group - IT' employee 
under General category to adjust the services of Shri Subcy 
Singh- In his letter the Trineipal ot'Kcndriyj Vsdyalaya has 
mentioned the dales on which he has worked and regarding 
the work and conduct ofthe workman. Another Idler Ex. W.5 
is written by Principal Jawahar Navodaya Vidyalaya. Dwrala 
to the Deputy Director, Navodaya Vidyalaya Ramin. Jaipur 
on 9-12-92 with the same request for sanctioning one group 
l 'JT h post for adjustment of Shri Subey Singh. 

Another letter daled 12-1 2-92 written by the FYincipal 
Jawahar Navodaya Vid>olu>uto the Deputy Director. Jaipur 
is on record as Fs. W/i containing the same request I hr 
sanctioning group D posl i n General Category for adjustment 
ofthe workman Shri. Suhov Sineh. It is adduced letter which 
reflects the nature bduivior nnd attitude nflhe workman whi le 
he served the Vidyalaya. 1 w. 7 is the relieving order oftlic 
workman dated 30-6-92 t-.x. W. R is the appoirnmeni letter irnm 
4-S-92 given hy Pnncipak .lnwahqr Navodaya Vidyitkiyik 
Devrala, Ex. W.9 it W l(i Ltre also [he Idler wnUlms by 
Principal, JawaharN£ivodaj a Vidyalaya toik I>epuiy Direvum 
Navod&ya VidalayJi Symiti r Jaipur on 7-1 P-93 and-M D92 
respectively. 

Learned counsel lor the management liiis (ik'd the 
written arguments as well. Opportunity fbroral arguments 
was given to the parlies. The main uontentiun of learned 
council far the management is that when the workman sought 
the regularization of the service he was over-aged. Tliun¬ 
being over-aged his ease was nnl rightly considered and 
accordingly he was terminated from the service. I.earned 
counsel for the mmiygemuni has retied upon a case law 
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published in 2007(2} Supreme Q»t Cases (L&S) 534 Trimail 
Triupeti Dcmthamms Vs K. iyothcswam Pillai and 
another. This b the law on the relaxation of the age and 
learned counsel for the managemwt has rightly sakl that in 
para no^ 7 of the claim statement Shri Subey Singh has 
mentioned that he was over-aged and he cannot sought 
regutarration of hb service In this regard, 1 will prefer to 
mention that he question far adjudication before thfe Tribunal 
b not regarding 1l>e regularization of the services of the 
wovkwnbut to bold vrtiettohis terrriHiBtionWndiesetvm 
is legal and justified There is no iota of evidence on record 
that at thetime otitis initial appointment to Jawahar Nsvcriaya 
Vidpalaya, the workman was over-aged and his initial 
appointment was noi valid. Accordingly the case law 
referred by learned counsel is not applicable in the instant 
case. 

Learned counsel for the management has also relied 
upotta case law published in 200S{ 1) Supreme Court Cases 
683 Additional Manager, AravuliGolf Club and another Vs 
Chandarhau and another, which is on creation of post. It 
has been held by the Hon 1 ble the Apex Court than creation of 
and sanction of posts is the prerogative to the Legislative 
Authority and not of the Courts, Agpih the question before 
this Tribunal is not for creation of posts but forthe justification 
of the termination of the workman. Accordingly* this case 
law is not applicable in the instant case. The another case law 
relied upon by the learned counsel of the management is Bala 
Krishna Behera and another Vs. Satya Patkash Dass, which 
is on the power ofthe High Court by the writ of mandamus to 
direct the appointment of a person against the post which 
has been abolished. Again the question before this Tribunal 
is regarding the justification ofthe termination order and the 
case law referred by the learned counsel for the management 
is not applicable Tn Krishana Bbagya Ja! Nigam Limited Vs. 
Mohamad Rah 2007( 1) £CC (L£S}679 HotTble Supreme Cotrt 
has held that the burden of proof lies on the workman to 
prove that he has work continuously for 240 days in the 
preceding year from the date of his termination and he was 
paid the wages for 240 days he worked. 

Accordingly, the workman has to prove that he has 
worked for 240 days continuously in the pieced ingyear front 
the date of his termination and he was paid wages for that 
period. 

From the pleadings ofthe parties and the affidavit they 
filed, it is clear that the workman Shri Subey Singh was 
appointed vide Ex. W.2 on 12-4-91 on daily wages at the rates 
prescribed by Deputy Commissioner w.e.f. 12-4-91 and the 
wages were to be paid for the days of duty only and not on 
the monthly basis. The wages were paid on ihe clays he 
worked is explained by the FTinciapI, Navodaya Vidyalaya in 
his cross-examination on 1 3-9-2006 that the paymenl to the 
workman used to be given after completion of month. Ihus* 
as per the evidence of Shri Ompa] Thonw, Principal Inchttge 
of Jawahar Navodya Vidya]aya and the appointment loiter 


dated 12-4-91, the uK*k£rt» was paid forthe days be wmked 
but the mod* ofpayment was monthly. FremEx£.4*5*6*7£ 
t which are the original tetters filed by the workman, it is 
clear that the workmanworked from 124-91 to 30-6-92, He 
was again reappointed on 1*7-92 and worked iqs to 13-8-92. 
Meaning thereby, there was no break in his subsequent 
appointment. TTiereafter, he was further re-appointed on 
14*8-92; though he resumed duty on 17-R-92 and worked up 
to 15-12*92, when hewasrelfevedfiBinthe duties by Principal 
Jawahar Navodaya Vidyatoya* Dtvrala, vide letter dated 
1M2-92 Ex. W2. 

There is one more contention of learned counsel for 
the management that the M.W. 1 has ttf^jorically stated in 
his evidence that in summer and winter breaks Shri Subey 
Singh had not worked, 1 am unable to accept this contention 
of the management because the vary letters of the 
management which are filed by the workman shows that the 
wodaviHnwaswtukingvimidl>oernberandon 19-6-92. Ex. 
W7 is the relieving order given by the Principal Jawahar 
Navodaya Vidyabyo, Devrala containing tile contents that 
Shri Subey Singh was engaged on daily wages in this 
Vidyalaya on 12-4-91 (FN.) and was relieved w,e£ 30^92 
(A.N). Month of June is the period of summer vacations on 
which as per the relieving order given by the management, 
the workman has worked. 

It is true that workman has to prove that he had worked 
continuously for 240 days preceding the date of his 
terminating and was paid the wages for 240 days accordingly. 
The statement in the statement of claim and tn affidavit will 
not be sufficient but the workman has to prove the above 
facts by some cogent evidence. The workman accordingly 
has filed the original documents to prove this fact. 

From the perusal of the record, it is established that 
initial appointment of the workman was proper, It has not 
been challenged by the management that ihe initial 
appointment of the workman was not regular. He worked 
conlttiLJOUsly from 3 4-4*91 to 30-6-92 except three days breaks 
of 14-8-92,15-8-92 and 16-8-92, Accordingly the total working 
days comes to 480 days approximately, As per the evidence 
ofthe management the workman was paid monthly but on 
the basis of dates he worked. Accordingly, as per the policy 
Sundays and Holidays are to be counted while calculating 
the working days. The workman was released on 30-6-92 and 
preceding to the year from the date of his terminal ion. he has 
completed 240 days continuously and was paid there nlT. 

He was retrenched wilhout ary notice orieircnchmcinl 
compensation, Ihus, his termination is illegal in the eyes of 
law, 

Now the question is what relief should be given to the 
workman? As per the statement ofthe witness of the 
management, the workman was relieved from the service 
because, ibere was no vacancy. There were two vacancy* 
for the casual labour which were taken away by tin: 
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Government Thus, the direction forTOnstmement into service 
will not be possible as there is no post and as per the law [aid 
down by the Hon'ble Apex Court la Divisional Manager, 
Aravali Golf Chib and another Es. Chandarhass and another 
(dupna) it is not within the preview of the Tribunal to direct For 
the creation of die post* In such the ease*, the Tribunal 
should award the compensation on reasonable eases and 
this Tribunal is authorized to do so. The reasonable bases for 
awarding the compensalion includes the amount of 
tubendunent compensation which would have been given 
by the management to the workman at the time ofhis relieving 
from the services, depreciation in money from the date of 
removal from the service till the payment oi"compensation, 
interest on the amount and the litigation expenses incurred 
by the workman For the wrongful act of the management. 
Considering the above facts as the workman has stated in his 
cross-examination that at the time of his removal from the 
service he used to get Rs. S35 p.m. and considering all the 
facts mentioned above* Rs. 25,000 will be the appropriate 
compensation to be given to (he workman. Accordingly, this 
reference is answered in negative That the action of the 
management of J&wahar Navcdaya Vidyalaya. Devrala in 
terminating the services of Shri Subcy Singh ex'gnotip D daily 
paid employee w.e.f 15-12-1992 h not just Fair and legal. I he 
workman is entitled for the compensation of Rs 25,000 from 
the management. Management is accordingly directed to pa> 
Rs 25.000 within a month. Let the Central Government be 
informed. File is consigned. 

G. K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
^ 4 2008 

WJ. W, 2720, ■ iMPl-* Sflf’rfwi, | ; U? 

(194/14) Tt W I 7 ^ W'Jffon^ 41^19 TI**K 

^ Tpfarfa ^ 3ftT % 

5 f=lfe afisJlPlt Pvw< <=K^I^ «H4=hK iflWfriTW 
*irnz (i^q n 78/2O0C.) 

F, *-jV 7HJ ^14 WH 4-9-2008 5m I[3FT ^ | 

[ H. 22(112/1 I .'2<tQ(i - 3?rt 3TO -mz - I ]) ] 

■ITW) if|g, :gT3p 3Tf^T/l 

Ntfw Dirlhi, ilie 4lh September, 2008 

S.O. 272(1. -hi pursuance of Section 17 o| [he 
Industrial Disputes Act. 19-17 (.14 of 1947 j, the Central 
Gove rumen i hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 7 ft 
2(K>h} of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-uim- 
Labour Court, Hyde rah ad now as shown in the Annomre, 
in the luduhirial dispuk- between ilie managenieni of 
M 's. Singiuvni Col 1 1 cries Company Limiied and 
(heir workmen which received by the Centml 
Gove mment o n 4-0- 2 (>( ifl. 

| No 1.-22:01 2-1 KMOb-IRiCYHh 
AMY KUMAR GAUK. IKsk Omcer 


ANNEXLKE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNM ENT 
INDUSTRIAL, TRI RUN A L-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT AT HYDERABAD 

Present r Sbrf VED PRAKASIl GAUR* Presiding Officer 
Dated the 13th day of August, 2001? 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. [.D.7S/2006 
BETWEEN 

The Genera! Secretary, 

(Sri Randari Satyanarayana ■ 

S i nganen i Co IJieries Emp loyiees Count 11 , 

H.No. 1S-3-9G/3, Ganesh Nagar, 

Markandeya CoJony, 

Godavarikhanb505209. „ Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
Mandamarri Division, 

Mandamarri-504231 ... Rls pendent 

appearances 

For the Petitioner : ML 

F or the Respondent ; M . V .A. V. V. S. Siinna & 

Vi i ay a Lfi\mi Panguluri, 
Advoeules 

AWARD 

J he Government ot India, Munsuy of Labour by it?L 
orderNo. I2U12/11 , : 200b-IKrTM-PI dialed 23-1(1-2006 
referred the following depute he tween she management of 
Smgareni Collieries Company l.imiled and their workman 
under sect ion 1 (K1)(d) of'clic t.J > Act. 194? L «■ at l jud Italian 
to ihbs Tribunal. The reference is, 

M III ut it: 

,T- Whelher the action ihe mmKiL'.emeiit of MV 
Sin^areniCoHieries:Gi ':nj^L7i_\ f nniied in LerminnLmg 
the services of Sri iCnnul.i h .il.Liali w.e.f. 2 Ji-2-2001) 
ls legal and jusl died. 1 M nm. to uh.u ivliel'die workman 
ii enlitlcdT' 


2. Tlie ease i^ eallcd o.il wl' 

Ml 

lime-. iii(LT repealed 

inlLrvals. None appeared lor FV: 

an 

■ nei 

. Responded's 

represen l a! i vc pres l 1 nl . Lei : \ ■ i n ;■ 

Mil: 

■: ill 1 

■l Mihmitted fus 

eloim statement alihoiiy.h . 

■IT 

iMh 

IlnOeS ! MS 1\\'JI 

given [lj him. lleisaKuin lo.l.r. .d 


, No 

■ appln ation |ov 

adjounimerit has been died u 

Ji. 

!M 

LppeliM lImi iIil- 

Pet Ll i oner is nol ik i se re s te^3 i = ■■ : ■ i . i - 

!k' 

li'l- 

eiise 

j. Accordingly, th!.- ^ 1 i- L - i- 

I"., I 

U'J 

Gused and Pus 

CoutI is of \ iew tlial ilie iVliimjK- 

! -1 

e -ei 

^e-. mi reliel >n 

respeet of the [natter in ieki.ave. ! 

lei 

lee. 

Ml. Award js 


na.ssud. 
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Dictated to $mt. P Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her. corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 28tfi' day of August, 2008. 

VED PRAKASH OAUR, Presiding Officer 

Appendix ofcvidenee 

Witnesses exam[ned for Witnesses examined 
the Petitioner for the Respondent 

NIL NIL 

Documents marked Tor the Petitioner 

NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 

Ttf 1%c#,4 200 S 

W, 3TI. 2721 —1947 

( 1947 ] 4 ) ifTTT t7 i TOiR 

^ sift ^ 

fife $lfcilP[4i ^ ’tUfl'K 

w: (*M*£ 77/2006) ^ 

^Tfft t, ^ 4-9-2008 ^ I^T ** < 

tJtT -2201 2 / 12 / 2006 -W^3TR{^R-1I)J 

3fl^nr ‘Itap 

Mew Delhi* the 4th September, 2008 

S*0* 2721.—Its pursuance or Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. Mo. 77/ 
2006) ofthe Central Government Industrial Tribimal-cum- 
Labour Court , Hyderabad now as shown in the Annexure* 
in the Industrial dispute between the management of M/s. 
Singflrtni Collieries Company Limited, and their workmen, 
which was received by (tie Central Government on 4-9-2008. 

[No* L-22012/12/20O6-IR(CM-ll) 
A JAY KUMAR GAUR+ Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

EEFORETUEC^nVAL&yVVMNM ENT 
INDU3TRIALTRIEUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT AT HYDERABAD 

Present; ShrlVED PRAKASH GALTR, Presiding Officer 
Dated the lSthday of August, 2008 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO + LD- 77/2006 
BETWEEN 

The General Secretary, 

(Sri Bandar! Satyanarayansi) 

Singareni Collieries Employees Council. 


H.No 18-3-90/3, Ganesh Nagar, 

Markandeya Colony n 

Godavarikhani -505209 . Pel ilioncr 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s, Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
Mandamarri Division, 

MandamaTTi -50425 ] .. Responders 

AITEARANCES 
For the Peiitioner ; NIL 

For the Respondent : M/s, PA-WV.S. Sarma & 

V ijaya I .axm i Pangul uri. 
Advocates 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its 
order No. L-22012/] 2/2006-1 R(CM I1> dated 23-10-2006 
referred the following dispute between the management of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their workman 
under Section I 0 ( I Kd) of the l.D. Acl, ! 947 for adjudication 
to thii Tribunal. The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

'‘Whether the action the management of M/s 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited in terminating 
the services of Sri Bhukya Pan Eulu w,e.f 18-2-1999 is 
legal and justified? If not, 10 what relief the workman 
is entitled?*' 

2 r The case Is called our several limes after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunities has been 
given to him. He is absent today also, "No application for 
adjournment has been filed. As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case. 

3. Accordingly, this case is being closed and this. 
Court Is of view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
respect of the matter in reference. Hence, 'NIL r Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Sint, P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 18th day of August, 2008. 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 

Appendix ol evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses exam i tied 
the Petitioner for the Responder I 

NIL NIL 

Documents marked for Hie Petitioner 

NIL 

Documents marked for Hie Respondent 
NIL 
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New Delhi, the 4th September, 200ft 

S»0* 2723.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of *947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 76/ 
2006) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Laboui Court* Hyderabad as shown in the Annexing in the 
Industrial dispute between the management of M/s. Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited, and thek workmen, which was 
received by (he Central Government on 4-9-20OS. 

[No, L-220 l2/49/2006-IR(CM-TT)J 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBmALrCUM-I^BOim 
COURT AT HYDERABAD 

Present: Shri VED PRAKASH GAUR* Presiding Officer 

Dated the l Bth day of August, 200B 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. I,D- 76/2006 

BETWEEN 

The General Secretary 
(Sri Bandar! Satyauar&yana) 

Singareni Collieries Employees Council* 

H .No. 18-3-90/3 „ Ganesh N agar 
Markandeya Colony, 

Godavarikhani-505209. ...Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
Mandamairi Division, 

Mandamarri -504231 ... Respondent 

appearances 

For the Petitioner : NIL 

For the Respondent : M/s, PA.V,V,S,Sanna& 

VLjaya Laxmi PangulurL, 
Advocates 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by h* 
order N o. L-22012/49/2006-1 R(C M-I l) dated 23 -10-2006 
referred the following dispute between the management of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their workman 
u nder seel ion 10( 1 )(d) of the I-D. Act, 1947 for adjudication 
io this Tribunal. The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of 
M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited in 
term mating, the services of Sri Md AHauddin w,e.F 


24-7*1998 is legal and justified? If not, to what reiief 

the workman i* entitled 7’ 

2. The case is called o_l 1 k verai S imui f ?t rt*‘ .-eptf;i J 

intervals. None appta Td tor Pcii;ione>- 
tepres^nlaiivc present. Petit inner has not -mb-nlKed 
claim statement although 5Cvc;/.i oppor*um:R.:; T-^n 
given to him. He teabi/.-tu \ntia\ shv. : a ;:■>’? if < for 

adjournment has been Elan! siHk Il t^i= 

Petitioner is mr imt’nested tins 

3. Accordingly, Ins c£^e ia being closed and 
Court iu of view that tPetitioner deserves ro rfiief in 
respect o'-lie matter in refcrenct- Heo-re, + NJI. Award Is 
pas^d. 

Dictr/ed to SmL P. Pirn i uowr>, Perianal -Vs^ram, 
transcribed by i!cr T ctritemed sod jiruttfurced by on 
this the ! tfih day of Avwr* 2tHj&. 

VEF Pp GaGR, 'Prcsrii 

Appendix ofrvitirtKtt 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses t xftmi»cd 
the Petitioner fer the RpspTTidenc 

NIL NIL 

Documei^s narked for (h' ^titinner 

Nil. 

Documents marked for kc±/'ouiieHi 
NIL 

^ <1 20^ 

^ST.OT 3734,— few, aiftjftnpT, is 1 !? i'-J7 
14) t*rcr ] 7 ^ 

^ fi <il sfrt "rf^ ^ vfa fi'-j'sw 

w^jp! ardtfw 

^ W (TK*f li&V "o-'iWi ^ ^ 

^ 4-9- 2<K>8 Tri ^ J 

[TT. ^-220)2/21/200fi-ani tp’-il 

New Delhi, the4th September, 2(K)ft 

S.O. 2724 r —Irs pursuance of Scdiim Pof Uv 
Industrial DispuLcs Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the t.'eninil 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. Tj 'ZtHKji 
of the Central Government Industrial I Vthunahcnm'l-ahoni' 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Anncxure. in the lndu^iid 
Dispute between (he managemenl of M/s. Kinunreni 
ColIerie5 Company Limited, and their workmen which was 
received by the Centra! Government on 4-9-200ft, 

JNo. L-22012/21/2006-1R 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
1NDUSTRIALTRIBUN AJLCUM-L ABOURCOURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

Present: ShriYed Prakash Gaur, Presiding Officer 
Dated die 1 Sih day of August 200S 
Industrial Bis pule Nil I.D.73/20O6 
BETWEEN 

The General mtiry 
(Sri Bandari S.Liyanaray&na) 

SLnganeni Collieries Employees Council 
H.No. 1 K-.VOUG, GaneshN Elgar 
Mgrfcandeya Colony, 

Godavariklmii -505209 ... Petitioner 

AND 

Thut'iLM^ra] Manager, 

M/s. Sifi-E':f£Jv! Collieries Company Limited. 

F Mandi H jn:Tr i->vision, 

Manihniii-Ti- '04231 . . .Respondent 

APPEARANCES 
For the Pei iti oner: NIL 

For the Respondent M/s. P.A.V .V. S_ Sarma& 
Vijtiyal.a>mi Pangulun, 
Advoeales. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry'of Labour. Order 
No. L*2 2012 ■ 21 /2006-1R (CM-I1), dated 23 -10-2006 referred 
the following dispute beiween the management ofSingaieni 
Collieries Company l imited aind their workman under 
<ieetinn 10 (I >(d) of the 1 D. Act. 1947 lor adjudication Ln 
this TribunaL The reference i.s: 

SCHEDULE 

’"Whether [he iiciitm of the management of 
M. : s. Singureni Collieries Company Limited in 
tenninarmi' the services of Sri Durgam Ramolu v,-.e.f 
16-1 2-199S i--, legal and jnsilfled? It' not. to what relief 
[lie uoikman is entitled T 

2 I [k e u h e i ca 11 ed o- jt several Li ines a Her repeal led 
intervals. Sone appeared Jor Petitioner. Respondent’* 
representative present. Petitioner has noi submitted his 
claim statement ahhough several opporlunites hu^. been 
given L o him. Ilo L absent rod ay also. No application tor 
adjournment ims been tiled. As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not i nicies ted to pursue this ease. 

5 A vet 1 rd i ngl>. lit is c a^e is being e losed and ill i s Court 
is olAiewthat tliii Pelnioner deserves no iclieim respect of 
the mutter ui i^ieresicL. Hence, \l] * Award ts piinsed. 

Dictated to Simi. If Plt:ini Gown, Persona) Assist uni 
transcribed by her. ujrrecied and pronounced by me on 
this the 18lh du> ol AotLUM. 200S 

V M) P R A K AS El G A U K. IV* id ir ig 0 1'fic cr 


Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Pfetitioner NIL 
Witnesses examined for the Respondent NIL 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 
NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 

^Mt,4 feff^ ZOOS 
T 2725.—aq^lf^zro^ 1^4T T 1^47 
~$y\ 14} WT 17 ^ t u l F?, 

A ajicilfr* f^rt^ ^ WWW -sfreflPra 

^TRIT ^ MI 74/2006) ^ IHlftlH t h 

^ 4 - 9 - 200 K ^ iara «ir i 

[¥. T^-22012/47/21)06-^ 3TC(Tlt TpT-ll} ] 

3T3PT ch+iK 

New Delhi, the4th September, 2008 

S.O. 2725,— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) ± the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award {Ref No, 74/2006) 
of ihe Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexing in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of M/s. Slngareni 
Collerie5 Company Limited, and their workmen which was 
received by the Central Government un 4-9-2008. 

|N o. 1^22012/47/2006-|R (CM-ll)] 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk OEllcer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL, TRIBUNAL -CUM -LABOUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present: ShriVed Praka.sh Gjtir h Presiding Officer 

Dated the Iflth day of AuguiL -0^8 
Industrial l>ispuLcNn, I.D.74/2006 
bi;iaveen 

[he General Seereriiry 
fSri Bandari Satyana[-uyunu) 

Singareni Collieries Employeei Count if 
H.No. 180-90/3, Gants h Nag nr 
Markandeya CoJony. 

Godavarikhan i - 5 0520^ . . E J cli 11 oner 

AND 

The General Manager 

M:"s. Singareni Col I ieri^s Company Limited 

Mandamarri Divi^iyn, 

Mandatnarri - ? CM2 31 . .. I* rs pi Hide nt 

APPEARANCES 
For the Pc[itiojter ; NIL 
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For the Respondent: M/s. P.A.V *V. S. Saima& 

Vijaya Laxmi PangulurL 
Advocates. 

AWARD 

1, The Government of India* Ministry of Labour, 
Oder No, L-220 l2/47/20G«R{CM-lD, dated 23- I0-200G 
referred the following dispute between the management of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their workman 
under section lO(lHd)ofthsl L D. Act, 1947 for adjudication 
to this Tribunal The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of 
M/s, Singareni Collieries Company Limited itt 
terminating die services of Sri Sandra Chartdraiah 
w.e.f 9-3-1W9 is legal and justified? [foot, to what 
relief the workman is entitled?* 

2, The case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals* None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent** 
representative present. Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunities has been 
given to him. He is absent today also. No application for. 
adjournment has been filed. As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case 

3, Accordingly, this case is being closed and this 
Court is of view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
respect of the matter in reference, Hence> *NIL F Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Smt. P r Phani Gown, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the Iflih day of August, 2008. 1 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, PresidingOfficer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Petitioner: NIL 

Witnesses examined for the Respondent: NIL 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 
NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 

M fa#, 4 2008 

W.W. 2726.—ak'IPl* (iwi< aqfafom, 1947 (1947 
-w'fl-Si T-1 mV>wT -sfk ^ =Tm 31^^) 

if fifae H ateffir*? sufV^, 

^ m’^ic (if# ♦foni 72/2006) ^ TRtlf^IcI *Kifl %, 
# W*U # 4-9-2008 *?l W*T «T1I 

fW. 1^-2201 2J l8/200fi-3T^ 

3TH*1 *>*m 


New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008 
S.O. 2726,— In pursuance of Section I? of ihc 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 {14 of 1947). ihc Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 72/2006) 
of the Central Government industrial Tribunal-cuni’Labour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexurc, in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of M/s. Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited, and their workmen, which 
was received by the Centra l Government on 4-9-2008. 

[No. L-22012/18/2006-1R (CM-II)] 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR. Desk Officer 
ANNEX ll HE 

BEFORE THE CENTRALGOVERNM ENT 
INDUSTRULTRIBUNALCUM-LABOLRCOURI at 
HYDERABAD 

Present: Shrt Ved Prakush Gaur, Presiding Officer 
Dated the I SOI day of August, 2008 
lAdurtrtfiL Dispute No. I.U71/1WW 
BETWEEN 

The General Secretary 

(Sri Baxidnri SatyanarayanaX 

Singareni Collieries Employees Council, 

RNo, IS-3-90/3, GaneshNagar 
Markatideya Colony, 

Godavarikham -505209 , .Pel il inner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
Maudamarri Division, 

Mandamorri - 304231 .Respondent 

APPEARANCES 
Fwr the Petitioner: NIL 

For the Respondent - M/s. P. A V. V. S, Sarirui £ 
Vijaya l^xmi PangLiluri, 
Advocates. 

AWARD 

1 r The Government of India, Ministry ol Labour, 
Order No. L-2201 2 / 1 8/2006-1R (CM-ll), daicd 3 j - 1 £1-20(16 
referred the following dispute between ihc niaiuigciMi'in ol 
Singareni Collieries Company ] .intiled jjnd their workman 
under Section 10(|)(d)ofihc ID. Act, 1947 lor ad judication 
to this Tribunal. The reference is* 

saiEWJii: 

“Whether the aciion of the manage me in of 
M/s. Singareni Col lories Company Limited in 
terminating the services of Sri Durham llhommih 
w.e.f. IO-9-2U01 is legul and justified? IfmM.io whsn 
relief the workman is entitled?'’ 

2. The cast is called out several tinier a Her repeated 
intervals. None appeared lor Pciiiiontr. Respondent's 
representative present, Petitioner has nnl submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunities lias been 
given to him. He is absent loday also, No application lor 
adjournment has been filed. As sut;h_ it uppers that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case. 




_V AtcOrJmg]-,. ibis i* being closed arid l! 1 [.->■. i lLI‘1 

is of view thuLtfu! EY^jtuiiier deserves no relief in resp.vi of 
the mj'Uer in rv fere nee. Hence. 'Ml/ Aivurd in po>>cd. 

] 2 i ct a r='.i.l l i.i Stni ^. 3 5 *i elii i G o '.vri. E Y nu; i a' A * .■ -.■ s.v.tn [ 
trail strik'd k her, corrected and pronounced by mo im 
(his tile ! -Sti-s day or'August, 200tf. 

Yb'D PKAKA5H GaIjR* PrtrsidijTjc;t" 
of oviduct 

W irnesse* ex j in [ nod for (he Pod r ion e r: N [1., 

Witnesses examined for tlie Respondent. NIL 
rtociim?nf$ uiii rkert for (he Petitioner 
ML 

]>ocu me tils sjiarkttJ fort I it Respond tut 
MIL 

2fjQ» 

W.-JTI 2727,—1047 ( l ( >4; 
M) *Ft VTC 17 R p ^R?TR RT%R W.^t.Tff 

^ TIRST^ Ri ThH *!7 fr*-\ I -4 -iTl7 4i44iuJ ^ TPi' if-riff tj 

R Frlfc ^toHV'n ^ "RT^TR aJWjPi* ■Vnf"T'4TT T J , r, 
^ ™ PT 1 ^ RTOT 79/20WS) Rtf R^rfrl^ -^T 
Tjf[ RT^R "^T 4 9-2(m YTRI f^Tl Stfi 

[TT iTrri ■ I wii STTv^Tt-- VN 1 

■anra ^rr :N : u-^fi 

Now Delhi, the Jth September* 200S 

5+0+ 2727.— In pursuance of Seel ion i7 m' ;ho 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1047 [\4 of 1047V die Cr\^r:\ 
Covcni i nerU hereby pti h I isJics ihe a ward (R ef. No, 74/ 2 \ j( Yj) 
of the Central CiOvermneEit ]ndusiri4]Tribyn4i-cmn-! .'.bom- 
Court, Hyderabad us shown in the Annesurc, in the ii:dti-.uu] 
dispute between the manage merit of M s. Siiiya-eni 
Collierics Compa n\ Lii listed, ^ 1 <fie k workma:i. u I; ich 
was - received b\ the Central GoVLUiitncnL mi 4VNjr j£. 

|No.L-2:(d2= !3-7Dab-fP. tOMDl 
AJAY IN L MAR O-MJR . Desk ( ■ii:^.r 

AVNKXLRK 

BEFORE THE CENTRA!. GOVERN MEM' 
INDUSTREAL J RJBIJNAI HLLJ\1-1.ABOliR COL'R! A1 

Prcstnt: Sliri Yed Prakasli Cun r, Pri^idinji Wfk -r 
)>^tcd ilit: EH Mi day of A pc K n h t n 2HUK 
1 lid ti shin I Dispute No. [, U. 70 : 20Pf> 
BmVHKN 

The Gcnerril Secrtkoy 
(Sri Bandari Saty^ikLiiLvaiiLi), 

Singarrni C'^iliej-ies ljnplo>ee> Council. 

H.No, lS-i-90 ! '3,Cianesh Nu^ir. 

Markandeya Cok>ny r 

Godavaf ikh,in i -5 D 52 00 .... FY l it j ur.oj- 


[ bo Gonei al N^iulult. 

M-'s. Singureni Collier;^o : i4:i!ii; F dniLoij 
Mundnm-im Divisinik 

Ma'idimifirri - S042 A 2 . .. R (_■■-. pL 11 n El: r i l 

aph-:ar,\M'es 
Korthe PctSficmcr: Nil. 

For the Responded : VIA. T.A. V .V. S. Surma £ 

ViiLLydI.astnii Pati^ltiri, 
Advwi'.wa. 

av*ahi> 

I. The Govern rnont offndin, Mimst^y of Labour, by 
its Orcter Nq. [ ^22012: E 3 2 0(Ki-! \t (1). dated 2 1 d-2*m 
rofciTect diefcillou'Hi^d i.-ipirtehi’iwccn (he manii^crnem 
Singaieni Collieries Coinpunv Limited and iheir workman 
tinder Section ]0<n(dWt:v !.D. Ael. I9--17 (bradiudit’ano]! 
to this Tribunal. The rcior'iiL-c i>. 

s imn ji; 

L ’Whether th^ L u<tion o; ihe maiiULremcnt of 
M/s. Sin^arejii Ci'llies i.rs: Company Limited in 
terminating (3 r- scr vn esc 2' Sri ftuk> a BaK a vv.c.f 2b- 
2-)9^S rsEOLta! .^rid iusiilled? li'noL T .o whai relief tlic 
workman is entided ?"" 

7. The case iscuiLd out v^er^! tunes u-'elt repc.ved 
intervals. None appemvd L i' Metitioin'r, Rc^poiidenl"s 
represc-niaiive preseni. FVii' inner lias not ^ub mi Lied hi^ 
claim staLemem aiihnin-n sexerd opporiuniiKis ha* Iwn 
given to htm. Ho in nhsL-rv. mJ,iv u't*v. No application lor 
adjournment liai been r!kd As sudi. it appears Lhur il^- 
Petnioncr is ntu iimesi^.h-d in pursue misoj^e. 

V Accordingly. ihL euse is being cIu^l-iI ami this 
Court is of view thnt - be FYLiiioner desuvos no relict in 
respect of the manor in .■■■leren-jc. I lencv, 'Nfl.' Award i.s 
pnssed. 

Dicialed to Smt. J J . i' i;in: trm\n, Per>Lui:i! As.esl.in: 
iran^ciibed by her. eon etred .'.ml pumoirneed bv me on 
this ihe JSlhdayoE ^uei:-,n Y'iiK. 

YFD PI* VK -.SI I (r-M ! S. Pwi(|ni:=(J. r 11:v?- 
Appeudiv^t't^ i lJc-j i c- k- 

\Y imesses e\ain ined Lor ;Ll IYn i loner. Ml 

Witnesses examined iur '.iie Rc'-pondem : Nil. 

Dflf umLDis jtkii ke:3 trjr ilic lYiiiinnor 

\n 

DfKMmCMlS Mm rLcd hir the kL^;>oiid{:n I 

N : ! ] 

w.3TT 2728,—1‘-- '-iw VY'rFRRl. I ')! 7 ■ ; : ? 
RT|' 14 ) "^Tt ’llFT ! 7 7 -V ilin'?! 4. -Nrpr =■■:j =i-;■■? TF^r.iri 7 ]!,'Rl. 
^ WTTW ^ TRt^ -pr-T 4 m -is - _ *7 trr^rY ^ -rpT 
■R Wfe JTTSirtRrP fw "4 4 T ~T-!' ^TTFR7 


AND 






[qnni —tsto 3(h)] 


W^TTT^m 27 h 20GK/aTTft<H 5, 1930 
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£<4hk ^ 'fare: C?M wit 80/2006) ^ y^riwr wi ?, 
^ 4-9-2008 ^Hre I3TT tin 

[If. TJFl-22012/10/2006- ^ 3TR( tit trq-] I) ] 
SfRTO *>HK d-W 

New De IhL the 4th September, 2008 
S.O. 2T2S.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act* 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 80/2006) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court* Hyderabad as shown in die Annexure h m the industrial 
dispute between the management of M/s. Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited* and their workman, which 
was received by the Contra! Government on 4-9-2008. 

[No. L-220 J2/10/20064R (CM4I)] 
AJ AY KUMAR GAUR* Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
1NDUSTRI ALTRiBUNALCUM -LABOUR COURT, 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT: Stiri Ved Prakasli Cuur, Presiding Officer 
Dated the ISthday of August, 2008 
Industrial Dispute N<k LDAO/20% 

BETWEEN 

The General Secretary 
(Sri Randan Satyanarayana) 

Singarerii Collieries Employees Council, 

H.No. 180-90/3+Ganesh Nagar 
Markandeya Colony* 

Godavarikhani -505209 - - Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M^s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
Mardamarri Division, 

Mandamarri-504231 - * .Respondent 

appearances 

For the Petitioner; NIL 

For the Respondent: M/e, P. A, V V. S. Sarnia^ 

VijayaLaxmi Panguluri, 
Advocates 

AWARD 

i. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its cider No. 1^2201 ^ 10/2006-1R (CM4l) h dated 23-10-2006 
referred the following dispute between the management of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their workman 
under Section lOf I) (d) of the ID. Act, 1947 for adjudication 
to this Tribunal. The reference is> 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of 
M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited in 
terminating the services of Sri Madeti Raju w.e.f. 


9-10-1998 is legal and justified? ] [not. to what i^clicl' 

the workman is entitled?" 

2. The case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submillcd his 
claim statement although several opportunities has been 
given to him. He as absent today also. No application for 
adjournment ha* been tiled. As such, il appears lIizil Hie 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this cast. 

3. Accordingly* this case is being closed and this 
Court is of view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
respect of the matter in reference. 1 fence. 'Nil.' Award is 
passed. 

Dictated m Smt. P. PhaniGowri. Eter&onal Assistant 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 18th day of August, 21)08. 

VED PRAKA5H GAUR, Presiding Officer 
Append \x of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Petitioner: Nil, 

Witnesses examined tor the Respondent: Nil. 

Documents marked Tor the PelMinner 
NIL 

Documents marked fur the Respondthi 
NIL 

^ 1%*#, 4 Fud«U, 2008 
2729,—aiWlP I* Rmk srfqfem, 1947 ( 1947 
14) 3TCJ 17 ^ ^ 

^ 82/2006) slfliitfiH f, 

^ T W&R 4-9-2008 ^U1R1I 

[TL 1^-22012/15^006-3^ 3fTR(TTlTITT-||)j 
■3TT7 

New Delhi, the 4th September* 2008 

S+0+ 2729+— fn pursuance of Section 17 of the 

Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref, No. 82 '2006) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal -c uni-Labour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure^ mthe industrial 
dispute between the management of M/s. Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited,. and their workman, which 
was received by the Cenl ral Govern inent on 4-9-2 00 8, 

[No. L-22012/15/20O6-IR (CM-ll)l 
AJ AY KUMAR GAUR+ Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDLfSTRlALTRIBUNAL-CU M-LA BOU R COURT, 
E1YDERARAD 

Present: Shri Ved Prakash Gaur, Presiding Officer. 

Dated the 18th day of August, 2008 

IndUKlriaJ Dispute No, 1,11+ 82/2006 
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BETWEEN 

The General Secretary 
(Sri Bandari Satyanarayana] 

Singarem Collieries Employees Council, 

H.No. IH-3-9G/3 p Ganc5hNagar 
Markandeya Colony, 

Godavarikhatu-505209 r . Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
Mandamarri Division, 

Mandamarri - 504231 . _. Respondent 

appearances 

For the Petitioner: NIL 

For the Respondent: M/s. RA.V -V, 5, Sarma & 

Vijaya Laxmi Panguluri, 
Advocates 
AWARD 

I The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, by 
its Order No. L-22012/1 5/2006-ERtCM-II), dated 23-10-2006 
referred the following dispute between the management of 
Singpreni Col lieries Company Limited and their workman 
under section l0(l){d)oftheI,D r Act, 1947 for adjudication 
to this Tribunal. The reference fs H 

SCHEDULE 

AVhelher the action of the management of M/s. 
Sing&reni Collieries Company Limited in terminating 
ihe services of Sri Baneni Suryanamyana iv.e.f 
27-9-2 002 is legal and j unified? I fnot, to what relief 
I he workman is entitled?'' 

2. The caue is cal led out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submilled his 
claim stalement although several opportunities has been 
yivon to him He as absent today also. No application for 
adjournment has been fled. As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case, 

3. Accordingly, this case is being dosed and this 
Couri is of view ill at the Pci iti oner deserves no relief in 
respect o!'tlic mailcnn reference Hence. ’Nil." Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Soil P. Phani Gowri. Pcrsiuial A^lsUjUi 
transcribed b> her. coiteclcd and pronounced K c\' on 
tliisilie I Sill diiv Of AngLLst. 2t)0S. 

VFD PR AKA SI I GALIL Preside O MV er 
Append i x fl f iUen c u 

VV i li icss y-.'i c v. 11 n i n ed I dr the 3 1 c t i 1 i oner \3 I. 

IV i messes examined for the ftesponddni lsilf. 
IRicumcnls marked for I he Pciiiitintr 
NIL 

[Joe u men re mail^l td r UicRcspofuknl 

Nil, 


[Part 11—Sec 3(ii)J 

M 4 2Q0& 

2730.—wfVfam, |947 ( [947 
17 ^ ■^fNr 

^ TfW*G fi ui "Jithl sflfrr ^ &\ 

'jfjulPicfi fq^im t? ^«Ej| Fi 'Ti -sTtV^TIr 

66/2006) ^ f, 

i-sjh tr^K ^ 4-9-2008 ^ W<f f^TT tfil 

[Tf. 3^22012/J18/2005-^ ^R(Tjq-[I] J 
ZTw j eV$. , 3Tl>P^Tft 

New Delhi, die 4ih September. 200S 

S.O* 2730.— En pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No, 66^006) 
of the Central Government IndustrisI Tribijnal-cum-LalKJur 
Court Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
Dispute between the rctatiageinenr of M/s. Singttrenj 
Collieries Company Limited, and their workmen, which 
was received by the. Central Government on 4-9'2G0JL 

[No. L-2201 2 - : j 18 : 2005-1R (CM-II)] 
AJ AY K UMAR GAUR _ Dc.sk Officer 
ANN fxlrf. 

BEFORE THE C ENTRA I. GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRtALTRIEJL'NAl ^C’LM-I AROURCOIJR1+ 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : Shri Ved P rakish Gnur* Presiding Officer. 
Dated the 18th da^ nf Augusl, 2(H)8 
Industrial Dispute \o. LD. 66/2096 
BIH^VFFN 

The Genera] Secretary 
(Sri Bandari5atyanarasan;i) 

Smgarenl Collieries Employee* Council. 

N No 18-3 -90/3, Ganes h N near 
Markandeya Colony. 

Godavarikhani -505209 ] i t ion L - r 

and 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Sing^reni Collieries C'^mpaEiy Limited 
Mandamarri Division. 

Vtandamarrl - 504231 . r F<cs po nden r 

Am.:MC ANGUS 
for tli l 1 Petitioner; Nil. 

for the Respondent : Vi s. P A.V V. S SannaA 

Vijaya ].a\mf Pitfiguluii, 

A i\ \ (.:■ L - mes 

A\v A mi 

t. The f.iovcrniT'v-Ji 1 id'!;■ J \ j. Mi nisiry- <U'I. nh luii . by 
its Order No. 1.-22012 3 I fc ::.uu^-| K iTM-u i. 9- r0-3(J(Wi 

referred the foltowing dsspiue Ivns.-vn ih^ iiMtiueineiH id' 
S i n ^aren i Co] I i eri c s Co n i p -,\n s !.; i n: t^:d an J i he ?r n o rk irm n 
under Scttlon H> (L j < d i l i i i ii e 1. D. A l i . 19 \ 7 i w;\i j j ud i l- ji to n 
[O this Tribuiud. The rdereiKe is. 
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SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the mansgcmwii of M/s, 
Singarenl Collieries Company Limited in terminating 
die services of Sri ThogaiH Venkati w.e.f, 26-9-2001 
is legal and justified? If not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled 7” 

2, The case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent*? 
representative present. Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunities has been 
given to him. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjournment has been filed. As sueh h it appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case. 

3, Accordingly, this case is being closed and this 
Court is of view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
respect of the matter in reference. Hence, 'NIL a Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Smt, P. Pfiani GowrL, Persona! Assistant 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the I 8th day of August, 2008. 

VED PRAKASHGAUR, Presiding Officer 
Appendix ofevidenct 

Witnesses examined for the Petitioner NIL 
Witnesses examined for the Respondent NIL 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 

^ f^ft a 4 fiHdML 2008 

2731.—1947 < 1947 
14) ^ 17 ^ ^ 

^ ^ PmWftf A "5^ ^ ^ 3*3^*! 

tf f^K 4 4^ TTCTO 3qftr^T0T F 

^ H’lii (lM +H9HI 81/2006) ^ i 

w^r^ 4-^-200« wi^n m 

[U T^-22012/14/2006-^ ^m(Ht^ll) j 
3R 3 ] ^Hll 7 fl’S h SifN+lil 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008 

SO. 2T3L— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act* 1947 (14 of 1947), ihe Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 81 /2006) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-ciim-Labour 
Court* Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of M/s. Singareni 
CoiMeries Company Limited^ and their workmen, which 
was received by the* Central Government on 4-9-2OOB. 

[No, L-22012/14/2006-1 ft {CM-EQl 
AJAY KUMAR GATJR, Desk Officer 
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ansexure 

before the central government 
industrial twbunamtum-lAboi JR 

COURT AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT: ShriVed Praka&hGaur, Presiding Officer 
Dated the ! 8th day of August, 2008 
Industrial Dispute No,LD. Sl/3006 
BETWEEN 

The General Secretary, 

(Sri Bandar! Saty&naiayara) 

Singareni Collieries Employees Council, 

H.No. 18*3-90/3, Ganesh Nagar, 

Markandeya Colony, 

Godavarikhani -505209 ,, r . Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
Mandamarri Division, 

Mandamarri - 504231 .Respondent 

APPEARANCES 
For the Petitioner : NIL 

For the Respondent; M/s. P A V V. S. Eann&& 
VijayaLaxmj Pangulurk 
Advocates 
AWARD 

L The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, 
Order No. L-22012/M/2006-IR (CM-IJ), dated 23-10-2006 
referred the following dispute between the management of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their workman 
under section 10 (1) (d) of the I.D, Act* 1947 for adjudication 
to this Tribunal. The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of 
M/s, Singareni Collieries Company Limited fn 
terminating the services of Sri Dasari Srinivas w e.f, 
28-2-2000 is legal and justified? IfnoL to what relief 
the workman is entitled? 11 
2 The case is called out several limes after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunltes has been 
given to him. He as absent today also. No application for 
adjournment has been filed As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested lo pursue this case. 

3. Accordingly, this case is being closed and this 
Court of view that the Petitioner deserves no rehefln respect 
of the matter in reference. Hence, ‘NSL’ Award is passed. 

Dictated to Smt. P, Phan! Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her* corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 13th day of August, 2008 

VED PR AKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Petit ioner Nil r 

Wii nesses examined for the Respondent Nil. 
Documents marked for the Petitioner 
NIL 

Documents marked fur the Respondent 
NIL 
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4 ft*^n., IOCS 

^ OT* 2732 L -'iWrfrr^ fy 47 

( I'M7 : .4) Tft 17 -x ^TJiRifr T^rnq **^7R 

^ ^ ^ ^ f^-TT^T 

^ ifrl, appr^i T fr+3^ ^W l fh^ if 

^m7'^f. T74T ^ -q^iz (#;*? 4 Ol.OflCM ) ^1 
Tlrta ^rd ^ JlT -^T?7 ^1 4-9-20Q8 ^ TIP?! 

^3fH f 4i I 

L*T. ?*M30tl/l/2003-3Tl|3rTCia^,)] 
L ~ jfir^ T fe’ l TV^ 3if^t+iK| 

N r e n v I>c‘ih 1 . (1 ;c 4tl 1 S ept cmhe r, 2008 

S.O. 2 M2 -■■ In pursuance of Section ]7 of the 
Industrial Diipuics A cl, 1947(14 of 1947) h the Central 
Gove rrirnei 1 L 3 k rohy pu h I i.shes the aivard (Ke f. N 0 ,91 .(2004) 
o! the Industrial 4 ri bun a-.’Labour Court, Patna as shown 
m (he Armcvuic, in the Industrial dispute between the 
tit 1 ploy its in relation lo the management of Cantonment 
Hoard and rh-;ir ^orkTr.nri, which was received by the 
Central Government on 4-9-20U8. 

[No. L-1301!/L/2003-rRfOU>J 
A.1AV KU MAR GAL^ Desk Officer 

ANNEX L'RE 

BEFORE riti: FR.-SEDING OFFICER industrial 
TNI BUN M SHRAM BIUWATV, BAILEY ROAD, 
PATNA 

[fLitr-NKf C:.\c No. 91 of 2(KJ4 
No. jo(r.) 0 rzi)D4 * 

Betwec 1 i \ 1 Sl l Tn p.n sgen l^di s 0 !' Can loi imem Board „ Dan apur 
Canton mem ar-ri their workman Ram Swaroop, resident of 
village-Tiirharob, ELO. DiOiapLtr, Patna. 

Fonhe Management: Sliri Satish Kumar Agaiwal and 
Shri Binay Kumar, Advocates. 

For the Workman : Stiri Rajesh Sahay, Advocate. 

P [ ^em ■ Vii&udcu Rain* Presiding Officer. 

industrial Tribunal. Patna 

AWARD 

Piitrw, dated tJic 271M August, 2008 

By adjudication Ordci No. 1.-1 .?0l 1/1/2003 ER(niJ}, 
dated 6-"-20U4 The Government of India. Ministry of Labour. 
New DcEhi under clrj■ i- [d} M'Sub-SecLim (I) and Suh- 
Seukin (2A)ol Sc;(iiin ffinf ibe Industrial Diypuies Avt, 

1947 Hiereinjifior culled -the A-_r |br brevity) referred U>e 
dispmu between [be it 1 ■ le■; 1 mct j 1 nf Cantonment Board. 
DanapurCantonjiieiu and torjir workman Etam Sw^oop nf 
VitlLig^ | nHiaiol?. P.u. Nanapur, Patna tn Com nil 
(jovurmnoiii Indusiriul Tribunnl -tum-Labour Court. 
EJhiUlbad Nn. 2 fui adjudieaiion on the following ■ 


"Whether the action of the management of 
Cantonment Board, Patna in not fixing the pay-scale ui 
Shri Ram Swaroop h Assistant Pump Driver Grade 1 1 in the 
pay scaled 7 Rs L 950-20-1150-25-150Q legal and justified'? 
And further whether this has led to wrong cakulafion of 
the pension and other retirement dues? If yes to what 
relief the retired workman Shri Ram Swaroop is entitled 
to?" 

Subsequently vide order No. L.-1301 £^1/2003 IR(DU), 
dated 17-8-2004 the Government of India, Ministry of 
Labour, New Delhi transferred the Reference Case in this 
Tribunal to dispose of the same according to law. 

2. Thoparties appeared on notice and filed the wr'utcn 
statement and thestatement of claim respectively The case 
of the worJfmaD as made out in the siatemcm of claim is 
1 hat he was appointed on the post of Khalasi (Lower Grade 
servant) under the management of Cantonment Board. 
Danapur Cantonment on M1-1956. The workman was 
promoted to (he post of Assistant Pump Driver on 
4-12-1963 and he worked on that post till 22-5-1968 and 
thereafter he was reverted back to the post of Pump Khalj^r 
Further, the contention of Ihe workman is ihat Jie was 
promoted to the post of Assistant Pump Driver in the Scale 
Of fte, 37J-480 on 25th July, 1986 whereas Shri Saryu^ 
Shah, an employee junior 10 him was given promotion in 
the scale of Rs, 480-68C H The workman claimed the Scale of 
RSj 480-6SG w.eT 1986 but the managemem paid no heed 
to his representations. Further according ro the workman 
the scale of Rs. 480-6BQ was made effective w.t.f. 

vtde Bihar Government finance Department Re so lu lion 
No- 5 P.A.JL 1/86-2 Wl-dated20-1-1987 r Again Lhe&Eiid 
scale of Rs, 480-680 was revised to the scale of Rs. 0>(l- 
1500 but the workman was not given the said scale. The 
workman was made to retire on 31 -7-1992 after comp let inn 
oflhc age of 58 years. The workman claims the bone 111 of 
stale Rs. 950-1500 besides other retiral benefits, 

3. The contention of the management is ihnt the 
workman Shri Ram Swaroop was appointed on 1 -1 -1956 in 
the pay scale ofRs r 17-25 per month as 1 Vth gr;«le employee. 
He was promoted a$ Assistant Pump Driver w.cT. 1-12- 
] 963 in the pay scale of Rs. 55-45-55 per month. Tlic workmjn 
on completion of ID years of service was given I4r:>i Time 
Bcrnnd Promotion on (he po£[ oF E'*ump [driver Grade II 
Wvt.f 1-1-1986. He w-as given 2nd Time Bound Frouioiion 
with effect from 1 -4- ] 9S9 in the pay scale of Rs. 835-1 5-9(jO- 
20-1200 with other allowances I he worknuu 
superannuated fremi service w-ith cITeci iV i-.au 
31-7-1992 on the monthly' salary nf' lis. I I 60. The 
management further contends lhai Saryu^ Sj|i ^.t> 
appointed directly on the posi of Assistant Pump Driver 
on 31-12-E98I whereas %=■= -r-rL.ma li Ram Swaroop w:i'. 
promoted from the post of khalasi to the post of A.^r'imur 
Fuffip Dnver in \9&b, Eonhfi r>ccorcVtryg 10 'Cnc man^cii icm 
Finance Department Resolution da Led 20-1-1987 u ill not 
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be applicable to the employees of Cantonment Board and 
as such the workman is not entitled to the salary ofRs. 480-6R0 
with effect from I >3-1986 as claimed by the workman. 

4. Upon the pleadings of the parties and in view of 
the terms of reference the following points arise out for 

decision : 

(i) Whether the action of the management of 
Cantonment Board, Patna in not fixing the Pay 
Scale of Shri Ram Swanoop* Assistant Pump Driver 
Grade II in the Pay Scale of Rs, 950-2-0-115-0-2.5- 
1500, legal and justified ?. 

(ii) W hethcr the fixation of pay of S hri Ram Swaroop 
in the Scale ofRs. 950-1500 has led to wrong 
calculation of his pension and other retiral 
benefits ?, 

( ii i) What rel iefor rel left Shri Ram Swaroop is eni fried 
to ? 

FINDINGS 

Point Nos, (t}£ (ii): 

5 . Both the parties have adduced oral as well as 
documentary evidence in support of their respective 
contentions. The management has examinned altogether 
three witnesses namely Brind Kishore (M.W,l) h an 
Accountant in Cantonment Board, Nagendra Kumar Gupta 
(MW 2), Cashier in Cantonment Board and Kamleshwar 
Pathak (M .W,3) a retired U,D C, of Cantonment Board, The 
management has filpd pohotoeopy of provisional pension 
and Gratuity Form of the workman (Exi M) a photocopy of 
retiept (Bets, M/1 to M/5), of service book of workman 
(Ext, M/6) and photocopy of application for commutation 
of pension (Ext, M/7). As against that one Chhote Lai 
Paswan (W.W.l) retired Pump Khalasi of Cantonment 
Board besides Ram Swaroop (W,W,.2) the workman has 
been examined on behalf of the workman. The workman 
has filed photocopy of order No, 327 dated 25-7-1986 
(Ext. W)phoiocopy of application fbreommutation of pension 
(Ext W/l} ± photo copy of decision of A,L,C, (Central), Patna 
dated 14-3-1974 (Ext. Wfl) and photocopy oHetler daled 
12-M999 of Cantonment Executive Officer (Ext. W/3). 

6. M-W. I has stated that the workman Ram Swaroop 
was appointed cm 1-11*1956 on the post of Pump Khalasi, 
he was promoted in 19H6 and retired in 1992, The said facts 
are not disputed facts. M.W.l has further stated that the 
workman has been paid all hi* dues and nothing is left to 
be paid to him. In his cross-examination the workman has 
got exhibited hisdocuinenis Exts, W and W/1.1 may mention 
here that photocopy of application for commutation of 
pension has been filed by bolh the parties, it is Ext, W/l on 
behalf of the workman and Ext, M/7 on behalf of the 
management but commutation of pension is not the issue 
before this Tribunal in reference for adjudication, M.W.2 
has proved certain documents namely the copy of the 
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statement of provisional pension and gratuity (hAt.M.-'Jtl 
receipts of payment of pio^'dL'p"'! i/atnirv ramed Icu^u 
cn^hitientelc,tothe workman (Ext, M/i to bxi. 
the photocopy orhisse vice book(ExL M y 6) which arc not 
disputed and hence do not require discussion m detail, 
M. W. 2 has stated that the workman had raised i he d iapu tc 
before thfc Labour C curt and the verdict given by the A. 1 ..C 
(Centra l^Patna-cum- Conciliation officer W/2, M W. 

3 has also stated that tiie workman has been given ail the 
relira! benefits. The workman retired in S992 at iSte a::e ui 
3ft; the retirement age '.^as enhanced to 60 year* in the ye:u 
2H00, 

7. W'.W.l h:.s stated that he hod v_ L eri rtsm Swarpop 
working ti* Pump Khalusi, Rim Rwsrnop \ W.VV.2 r has sttticd 
that he was appointed on l-l t-1956 on ihc post oi Pump 
Khalasi and he was geuing Rs. 4C as pay and a! townees. 
He was promoted to the post of.AsiSftiUtl rump Driver on 
4-12-1963 bur on 22 -5 196H he wax it vet 1 i\i les- the p ^ f 
Pump Khalssi and hit war, aiso reduced ±g sfra; of ;i 
Pump Khalasi. Me raised the dispute before She As-n. 
Labour Commissioner (Central). Patna and on 14-5' 1 97 ■£ ih^rc 
was an agreement [Ext. W/2 ) 14 ;wording 10 which he shuti^ 
have been given the scale of Rs, QSA-ISfl^ bin (V 
management did not give the ?ame. Accordingly, J dic 
workman claims scale of Rs. 95CM 5 CHj and other bencO 
on that scafce. From perau»E of E-lxt. W/2 ir appear* ihyt \Uc 
dispute with regard to ieversion ofworkman kam S^'srnop 
was raised before the Labour Enforcement Officer [ticni it 1). 
Pattia-cum-Ccmchiaiiion Officer and the same term.' oi 
settlement that the management agreed to taps? nevessaA- 
action lo create an additional post of Asst Pump Driver in 
its next Board meciing and to obtain cartel ion of the Central 
Command, Lucknow, ll was also agreed mat the case ul 
Shri Ram Swaroop will be considered and priority wiil.be 
given in the matter of regjularisation to the cadre of A*si 
Pump Driver, It was decided to implement the above 
agreement within three irwnrlhs.Nothing has been filed on 
behalf of the parties to show as to whether steps for 
implementation of the said agreement was taken and with 
what result. The workman in his statement before lh5s 
Tribunal has stated that he was not given the stale as per 
agreement. The said Ext. W/2 does not show that it was an 
agreement for giving scale to ihe workman- 

8, The workman claims that the scale of Rfe. 950*1500 
is the revised pay scale of Rs. 480-6SQ, The workman in the 
statement of claim has claimed that Saiy ug $ah H an emp loycc 
junior to him was given the scale of Rs. 480-680 but he 
being the senior in service to Shri Saiyug Sah was given 
the scale of Rs, 375-4S9, but the workman in his statement 
before this Tribunal is silent on that point and has not 
whispered anylhing on that point. However, a photocopy 
of Order No. 127 dated 25-7*1986 has been filed on bchal f 
of the workman and has been marked Ext W from personal 
of which It appear that Shd Saryug Rah was in Pump Driver 
Grade ll from 21-2- I9BI and was promoicd to Pump Driver 
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Grade 1 in iha ::cnk ofiRs ,480-680 whereas Ihk workman 
why was Tump Klusla::i from 1 -11 -1956 was c consequently 
pmunoied ta Pump Driver Grade II in the scale of R 5. j*?5- 
4K0 in the vittaney caused by promotion of Shri SEiiyug 
&ah . [ may men turn here that lEse workman ftt .W 7) in hfs 
statcmcoL befero thk TribunpI has staled Umi V 1 was 
prompt ed i o l hi. posl o: A >;■ ; srai« Pun ip L>r; ver o: ■ 4 -12 - f 963 
but ne u iis i r verled to the post of Pu nip Khal a s ■ on 22 -5-196 8 
lii i pay wa^ifo ■ reduced to that of Pump Kknbfi. T i rider 
SJ _ e cJi'tLini-i-r.[:■)-. ^ => ■ 1 act [hul tiie workman cannot Claim the 
o^kofhr 4/ M8f'oijr'kSequontly of Rs. 950-1 500oMhe 
bailo of being senior to Sh.ri Saryug S&h 

9. L'mfii the pai cii’i have tiled die copy c4 meTjijrLmdtini 
of sett !f pi Lent between the Cantonment Board and thfor 
workman 1969. Moough not marked Hshibn) whic!i are on 
rpet-rd ■'N ccord ■ a g I y 1o p nr a 7 of l he sa i d set 11 tmtn c "iii the 
evens "I'rvviGi'u of pay scale by a slate Guvemmciii after 
l-9-i 9' '. l :rev! iv d pay sc a Ec and the form u 1a foi fixalfob 
of pay ,n ike raised pay scale as specified by ihe Stale 
Govt Shu- ;i . Trunin din be made applicable to the 

Canlonmem ih>ar<i employees m the Stare Gmtrnmenl 
employees : ' According to the said seiilcmcni fat serial 
No. 2)thee.viS:iLjgde^3gnation of Asst. Pump Driver Pump 
Driver wks proposed to be dosiplated as Tamp Driver Grade 
II which wij t he equivalent to Asst Pump MGtri ol'Rihar 
Govern mail aifo the sam: soaic was io be given mid the 
existing dcsjg.auion of'Perop Driver (at serial No. 22 of 
memorandums;^ proposed to be designated as bump 
□river Grade (which js equivalent to Truck Driver in Mi bar 
Government photocap)- of Bihar Gazette dated 
14-2-1996 has been filed wliich slio ws that Truek Dri vei in 
Rihar Govern muni (Pump Driver Grade 1 ! in Cantonment 
Board) has been given scale of Rs. 950-1500. Assl. Pump 
Driver Grade IL under 1 he circumstance* can not claim that 
Locale of \lh. 950-15Ofl us claimed by the workman The 
workman hu* ijped pholocny oHeiter da led 12-1 -1999 of 
the Car 1 1oninent T \ ec u t i ve Officer. Dun i \pur Caniunmcnr 
f Ext W j ) w h ic h s hows t hat the L xecui i vc Officer m mi Lion cd 
I hat the Pump Driver Grade I and Pump Driver Grade II 
both are performing the same duties and requeued that 
[JieiaiLuiitm ol GOC-in Chief may be obiaincdto revise the 
pyy sunk of Pump Driver Grade JE w.e f [-1-1986. But 
nothing his been filed in show that the sanction as 
requeued has been granted by the GO-in-Chief. Under the 
circurusraiLco discussed above i find dial the workman 
who retired as A* si. Pump Driver Grade 3J cannot claim the 
sc li to o i Rs 950-1 500. Uruler the ciramiscaiices d iscossed 
above [ find and hold chat the action of the mLinageiiiCTU of 
Cant im men; E3oard. PhLiill in not fixing Hie pay scale of the 
w oi knintu in tJie scale ol'Rs. 9f 0- i 5(10 cannot he said illegal 
and unjuslified. Accord in l find and hold 1 hat 
non-fixalion ol pay of the workman in the scale of 
Rs. 9.50-1 500hu.snol led to wrong calculation oj'Jus pension 
and al her relira! benefits. Poinr Nos. f ij) are decided 
accordingly. 
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Point No. (in); 

10. Keeping in Gew the dine unions mftde above 
and the finding arrived ai on Point Nos (i} utid (ii) l. find 
and hold thaf the xvoiknum ih. \a\i entitled la an\ lclicl" 
claimed for.Tlii.s ponn ls decitki) aucard iugly 

11. Under the circumstances discussed above f find 
and bold that the action ofille management ofCiiiiLONmcm 
Board, Patna in not fixing the pu) scale of'Sihri Ram £waioup. 
AEiislant Pump Driver Grade El in the scale ol'Rs. 950 -1 5DCJ 
is legal and justified. E-uithur, I find tiiul this hfl.s run kd in 
wrong ca leu I al ion of the pension and orher retiremeni dues 
[ it Iso find that retired workman Shri Rimi Switroop is noi 
entitled to any relief. 

12. And that is m> oi d. 

\' 1 . R A M. J 1 res id in g {) i'i leer 
^ TT^TI. -1 20(18 

2733. 3TMTTR, 19h" 

(1947 14) W\ i-TTT V. ^ ^7 

TTxirr ^ ^ wi$ ^wt L 'J\x -sc ^f^r, 

ar^^-i *i T ^'r^Th^ f^^i^r v aTT^ifn^ 

^rfvi^T/^f ^f4kH ^4 ^ 71. ) "HT 

TtfWftlfl ^ 4-9-2008 7 fH W 

^3TT 541 I 

L7f. 7!Td-4n()l2.-2.T2(l<D- j¥^irTL."irj'j 1 
tapfr tfe. tw 3*faT*nfr 

New Deltn. tlie 4th .8epu. L mhLT H 2008 

S.O. 273J^ In pursuance of Section 17 ol the 
Industrial Disputes Act. ]94"(N of 1947). the Centra] 
Govenununl hereby publishes the award of (he Intluiinai 
’JTibunal/Labou]- Com!, Www now as show-in iri (he 
Anuexure, in the induGrial dispute heiwoon the employers 
in relation to the mmutgcmer.i of Ikpanment of Telecom 
and their workman, winch ^ll> received by the Central 
Government on -1-9-7008. 

[No, W00l2. : 23: : 2004-IR(DU)| 
AT AY KUMAR GADR. E3csk Officer 

ANN KXI IRK 

liKFURE THE PRESIDING OEKICEK IN LABOUR 
COLKi; PUNL AT PUNE 

Reference (I DA) No o5fi 7004 Lx h. No. 31 

Bharat SancharNigom Limited 
Bapiraci Road, Pune 410042 .. 1st Party 

AND 

Ramesh S, KhaJadkar Pm Vandgaon 

Tal. Daund.Pune ][nd Party-' 


THU C-AZFTTE- OE INDIA: SE-'PTHMBER 27,200S/ASVJN A 5,1930 
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Conn ; StariP,T.Rahuk 

APPEARANCES 
: Mr. Zende - Advocate for 1 Party 
Mr. A.Y. Shikarktane-AdvHrtd Patty 

AWARD 

dated the 25th April, 200ft 

This reference is made by Dy. Commissioner of 
Labour, Government oflndia, Bharat Sarku\ Ministry of 
Labour, Shram Mantralsya, New Delhi under section 10(1) 
and 12(5) read with section 2-A of Uk Industrial Disputes 
Att r 1947 for adjudication of industrial dispute between 
above referred parties regarding the reinstatement with full 
backwages and incidental benefits. 

2 + The case of second party in brief is that be was 
employed in telephone exchange at Nandgaon since 1998- 
Hb job was to rectify telephone and cable faults, dig 
trenches, climb telephone poles and work on telephone 
lines* to clean the office etc. He a™ working under the 
supervision and control of JTO t Kedgpon - Sbri Tewari. He 
was paid wages by JTO on Form No, SE-P + His monlhly 
wages were Rs. 1000, From M-2G00> his services were 
terminated without any notice and compensation by JTO, 
Soma times his wages were paid in cash without taking his 
signatures on any paper. He approached to All India SO 
ST Union and persued his case for permanancy, M a result, 
the Principal General Manager of ihe 1st Party directed his 
subordinate officers to send details of services record of 
the Second Parly, On 3-1-2003, the concerned SDE sent 
the details of the service etc. of die Second Party to the 
General Manager. Meanwhile, this reference came to be 
sent to the Court wherein the Second Party submitted the 
claim with the prayer of reinstatement and consequential 
benefits from M*2000. 

3, The claim of the Second Party has been resisted 
by the First Party by filing written statement at Ext.7. The 
very employer-empkryec relationship has been dented by 
the First Party. It hu been contended by the First Party 
that the Second Party was never in the employment of the 
First Party as alleged. With this, the entire claim has been 
denied by the First Party and prayed for rejection of the 
reference. 

4. Considering the pleadings and averments, the 
following points sprout out for determination; the 
reasonings and findings thereon are as under: 

POINTS FINDINGS 

1; Whether there was employer^mployee 
relationship between the Second Party 
and First Party as alleged ? Yes 

1 Whether the Second Party was illegally 
sloped by the First Party to be in the 
employment of the First Party w.e.f 
1-1-2000? Yes 


3, Whether the Second Party is entitled to 

the relief claimed 7 Yes 

4. What Award ? Allowed 

REASONS 

5. Point No. 1 1 The Second Party - Ramesh Khaladkar 
has examined himself at Exh. it and three others wimesws - 
Namdev Laxman Bhame* Dattatray Babiimo Bhujbal h and 
Uttam Dattoba Shelar at Exh, 24,25 n 26 respectively. On the 
other hand, the Respondent has examined solitary witness- 
Avmash Keshavrao Dorak at Exh.28, Any of the parties 
did not place his reliance on the documentary evidence. 

6. It is evident from the testimony of the Second 
Party - Ramesh Khaladkar that since 6-5-1998, he was 
working with the department of telecommunication at 
Nangaon. His job was to connect and repair the telephone. 
He was doing the repair in of underground cables. He was 
also starting generator in the office. He was doing his 
duties under the instructions and directions of JTO who 
was paying him monthly salary of Rs. 1000 by taking 
signature on his diary till December, 2002. That time JTO 
was Dwahale and sub-divisional officer was Pale war. 
Suddenly, he was asked not to come on duty and stopped 
coming on duty without paying any compensation. 

7. In cross examination, he admitied that any 
appointment letter was not given to him by the First Party. 
He also admitted that any document has not been produced 
on record to show that JTO - Tiwari has given him fee job 
and salary. The suggestions of falsehood have been totally 
denied by this witness. 

ft. Mr. Namdev Laxman Bhorme - retired employee of 
this First Party has corroborated the testimony of the 
Second Party by deposing that he was appointed in the 
year 1964 m the department oftelecommunication and was 
working till 2000. In the yew 1993-99, be was working as a 
Telephone Lineman at N&ngaon Telephone Exchange, 
where the Second Party - Ramesh Khaladkar was working 
with him as a Helper. He specifically deposed that as a 
Helper. The Second Party was repairing telephones, 
removing faults of cables etc. He also deposed (hal the 
Second Party was working with him as a Helper for five 
months till he was transferred from Nangaon to Jejuri 

9. In cross-examination in respect of the Second Party 
only, the suggestion was put to this witness that he has 
deposed False that the Second Party was working with him 
for five months and the same came to be turned down by 
this witness. Any other adverse admission could not be 
extracted in the cross-examination from this witness. 

10. The oilier witness Dattatray Bhujbal who is still 
in the employment of the First Party has also corroborated 
the testimony of both these witnesses No, I and 2. !t is 
evident from his testimony that in December 1998, he was 
transferred to Nangaon Telephone Exchange as a telephone 
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lineman. The Second Party was working tor findin^ the 
cable* JauSb mid repoirin.ii 11k- *anu; Ue was ^o-rkinc; at 
Nsn^acm Telephone ExthLmge till 20fl(> He also !Limed 
down his sLzggi.^dons of falsehood regarding [he Second 
Party, ile also adniiled lha( he did "01 have any 
doc u men! ary evidence to .Tlow that the Second Parry wax 
workEnu wiili him :n Vm^ann Telephone Exchange. !\t:epEs 
ihe suggestion oi tbi^ehoo-J. any favourable answer,-, could 
nol be extracted Tmta '.a is witneHJs. 

I I. The iWiilii u sines* -I I [tarn She hr h;i* deposed 
that when lie joined Inx duly in the year 1976 was 
transferred to Nangaon Telephone Exchange a* n phone 
mechanic. I !c was knowing Ramc&h Khalarfkiir as a idenl 
ofNangaon and specifics I hi deposed that die Second Party 
had never worked wilh him in Nanguon Telephone 
Exchange. This witness has not at all been cross-examined 
by the F irst Flirty by declining to cross. 

< in going through the very precise testimony oJ'ilub 
witness Nu, 4. it Es dear that though he has deposed thai 
the Second Party had never worked with him in Nangaon 
Telephone Lx^angc, he did not depose that the Second 
3 J atly wfo not working with the E-irst Party. Moreover, he 
has also no! deposed the period in which he was working 
a! Nangaon as a phone mechanic and hence, hi* lesnrnony 
for want of parti color details, camion be considered against 
ihe Second Party. En these circumstances. the 1-irs.1 Party 
was supposed lo bring oil the details of ill is wiincss ahum 
when he was working at \angaon telephone Fvchange 
and whether in that televani period, the Second Party was 
working oi not. The Firsi Parry has eh oxen lo decline to 
cross-c Kami nation. 

\ 2 . Though any documentary evidence has aotbecn 
produced on record from the side of the Second Party. his 
testimony ha*; been rightly corroborate! h> the iwo 
wLinisses. one of which Ls the cx-cmpidyee of rhe Firs! 
Party anti one is nor presently in llie employment of the 
First Furl;. Moreover, the testimony of (he E'mirih 
witn lws U Ltam Sli elai, t hou gjt n or supported l h c Second 
Parly for wnm of any derails cannot be considered even 
against this Second Parly- ■ Klialatlkdr. 

IT Or i behalf L>fthc E-ina Party AvmasJi Do rale She 
Divisional Engineer han been examined. Et is evident from 
his test Emory thai as per the direct Semi ofhis superior, he 
has come to depose on behalf of the Fiisl Parly. Any 
payment was not made to the Second Paily. As |>er the 
record, there is nothing to gather that he had ever worked 
with the First Party 

14. In eros^-cs am motion. he admitted that he has 
not produce d any power of attorney or authority to depose 
on behalf ol'tlie First Ekmy. Further, he admitted that some 
part time casual labours were working hs Daund Division, 
l-le could nol tell the rates or procedure lo regu[arise the 
I a bn >uft. bn 1 den icd d iot the J' f O u sed to mak e i h c pay m en t 
so the part-time casual labours on vouchers. At the same 
time, he inhumed that the J TO was hiding impressed 
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account but has deposed that the contract labours were 
paid by the respect tve coni factors. 

He ad mined in the cross-examination that some 
casual workers were regularised in Daund Division by the 
First Party. He could \m eerily by which mode those casual 
labours were regularised. Any documentary evidence has 
also noi been adduced on behalf oh he First Party. 

15. The learned Advocate—Mr. A.Y. Shikarkhanc, 
for the Second Party, has subtniced that the Second Party 
has completed continuous 240 days in the emloyment of 
the First Party-. But at the same time, while terminating his 
services, the compliance of Section 25-F was not done by 
the First Party by not paying any retrenchment 
compensation and hence, he be reinstated with continuity 
of service and full back wages. 

Per contra, the learned Advocate—Mr. Zende, for 
the First Party, has submitted that the entire burden was 
on the Second Party to prove that he had worked with the 
l-'irst Party but for wans of tiny documentary evidence, it 
could not be proved.! le picked the admission given by the 
witness No, 2 in cross examination that he was the only 
employee working at Nangaon. He also submitted that JTQ 
—Tlwart had not been examined by the Second Party 
though he is still in the employment of the First Party. VTe 
placed his reliance on the cases of Mukund Staffs Officers 
Association v/s. Mukund Limited [2007 (6) ALL MR 312] 
and Secretary* State of Karnataka and others v/s. Umadevi 
and others (AIR 2006 Supreme Court 1806). 

16.I laving considered the submission tabled by both 
the sides, considering the ratio of the authority of Mukund 
Staff Officers Asocial!on v/s. Mukund L imited [2007 (6) 
ALL MR 312], it is clem that ihe burden is on the Second 
Party to establish it when the claim has been denied by the 
First Party. The sum and substance of the second authority 
relied upon by the Firs-t Party Is That the temporary 
employees appointed in violation of the constitutional 
scheme do not have any legal right to be permanently 
absorbed in the eniploymcnl.The facts of the instant case 
being absolutely different than thai of the foregoing 
authority, itcannor be made applicable in the instant case 
because it has been nowhere taken ihe stand by the First 
Party about the appointment by violation of the 
constiiutional scheme. 

!7. Having considered the foregoing discussions 
coupled with the corroborated testimony of Ihe Second 
Party and failure on the pun of the first party to adduce 
any adverse evidence, l daimtlessly reach the conclusion 
lhal the employer-cmployee relationship exists between 
the Second Party and FArst Party- and as the compliance of 
Section 25-F was noi done by the First Party at the Lime of 
termination of services, it is held thai he was illegally 
terminated by the l : irsr Party. I therefore, answer this Issue 
Nos. 1 and 2 accorditigly. 

18. Issue Nu. 3: In view of the findings on the issue 
Nos. 1 and 2, keping in view ihe facts and circumstances of 
the Second Part) 1 witness, so far as the retrenchment and 
continuity of service arc concerned,, the Second Party is 
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veiy much entitled to the reliefs claimed in that regard. 
However, in the entire evidence, as it has not been brought 
on record by the Second Party about his efforts to acquire 
any alternative gainful employment, there being no other 
option, the Second Party i$ not at all emitted to the relief of 
back wages as claimed, J, therefore, answer this issue No, 3 
accordingly, and in the aftermath, pass following order: 

ORDER 

The reference is allowed* The First Party is directed 
to reinslate the Second Party with continuity of service as 
a foil time casual labour in regular vacancy wherever it is 
available. The prayer of back wages is rejected. No order 
as to the cost. 

Place: Pune 

Darts : 25-4-2008 

P h T. RAHULB, Presiding Officer 
fatlML 2008 

w. 3 tt 3734 .—itflattro fens imt 

(1947 ^1 14) ^ *TO 17 ^ Mi'f'K 

4. 3J^V(T7 ^ nVift fiHVwjT 3^ 414* ^ , 

aijrw 4 frfte a fl u i l Pff df #fhr wsrc ^NIPiw 

arffeFEWgR -MURI M ^ 2 $5/99) 

IFt y+lftltl f., WRtT) 4’9-200S Tfra 

^SrtT fir I 

[tf. T$a-40012/214/1999-3TlisiF,) ] 

New Delhi, the4tti September, 2008 

S.O. 2734. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 <14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award Ref. No. 255/99 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum Labour 
Court, No. I, Chandigarh, as shown in the Annexure, in 
the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Department of Telecom and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 4-9-2008. 

[No, L-40012/214/ 1999-IR(DU)] 
AJAY KUMAR GaUR, Desk Officer 

AJWEXURE 

BEFORE SHRJ CYANENDRA KUMAR SHAKMA, 

presiding officer, central government 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOlIR COURT,-) 
CHANDIGARH 

Cast No. LD, 225/99 

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar S/o Sh. MahabirSmgh, R/o 723/11, 
Dairy, Rohtak- [24001 ....Applicant 

yerstts 

The Disft- Manager, Telecom, Rofutal:- 12400 1 . 

Respondent 


APPEARANCES 
For the Workman: None 

For the Management: None 

award 

Passed on 20th August, 2008 

Central Govt, vide notification No. L-40012/214/ 
1999-IRfDUX dated 21-10-1999, has referred the following 
disputes to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of DeptL of 
Telecommunication, Rohtak in terminating the 
services of Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Driver w.e.f. 14-10- 
1996 is legal and justified? If not, to what relief he is 
entitled?” 

2. No one is present, on behalf ufworkman. Learned 
representative of die management is also not present. Since 
morning this reference has been called number of times. At 
10.45 am, it was ordered to be placed before (his Tribunal 
once again at 2 p.m. It is 2.30 now and on repeated calls no 
one is present, in spite of having of full knowledge of the 
proceedings of this reference. The reference is as old as 
referred to this Tribunal in the year 1999. On repeated calls 
since morning no one is present. Accordwgly, the reference 
is dismissed in default for non-prosecution. Central 
Government be informed accordingly. File to be consigned. 

Chandigarh. 

20-8-2008 

G. K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
^ foevii, 4 Rwwk, 2008 

**t. am. 2735.—stfWlflffi Ann afrftfatn, 1947 
(1947 ^ 14) *!EI 17 ^ aTJRW $ WHt ^ 

9* $ ftffe Mm* ^ '^#9 "FRASW 

429/2000) M*llllKI ’45# f, 'n-tfl't tU*l< ^ 
4-9-2008 WrT ^3tt *11 I 

fR HN-400l2/363/2000-3nt»R<^) ] 
stflic 4 fc|, iff* 

New Delhi* the 4th September, 2008 

SrOr 2735.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act* 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No,42M000) 
ofthe Central Govt Industrial Tribunal cum Labour Couit* 
No. 1> Chandigarh, as shown in the Anncxure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employers m relation to the 
tnanagement of Department ofTefecom andther workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 4-9-2008, 

{No,i^i2f362t2000-imyU)l 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXLfRE 

BEFORE SHRL GYANENDRA KUMAR 5HARMA, 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
ITTOUSTRIAL TRIBUN AIX^UM-UVBOUK COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH 

Case No< LD. 429/2000 

Sh. Rajinder Singh S/o [.a] Cbond* C/o Ashok Sharm*. 
279, Sectur-3* Faridahad-l 2100 E 

.. .Applicant 

ktfrjfiu 

The General Manager, Telephoned Sector-16. 

Faridabad- l 2 100 ( ... Respondent 


New Delhi, the-Jib September, 2008 

S.O. 2736 - --In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes A cl, !947 (14 of 1947 ), the CeJiirial 
Government hereby publish die award (Ref, No, 43 / 2005 ) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-labour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annesunr, in the 
Industrial dispute between she management of'Singaneni 
Collieries Company Limited. and their Turkmen, received 
by the Central Government on 4 ’ 9 ’ 200 fl. 

|NV= L.?JUI2- ! I t8^004-IR(CM-U)l 
AJAY KUMAR Cr A UR, Desk Officer 

ANN EX L RE 


APPEARANCES 

For the workman: N one 

For the management: None 

AWARD 

Passed or 20th August, 200K 

Central Govt, vide notification No, U-400! 2/363*2000/ 
IftfDU), dated 31 -10-2000, has referred the following 
disputes to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

‘ h Whether the action of the management of Deptt. of 
Telecom in terminating the services of Sh. Rajindcr 
Sin^ w.c.f. 6-10-1998 is just and legal? IE not, io 
whal relief the workman is entitled?" 

2. No one is present, on behalf of workman, Learned 
representative of the management is also not present, Since 
morning th is re ference has been cal led number of Li nie^. Al 
10.45 am ± it was ordered lobe placed before this Tribunal 
once again at 2 p.m. J: is 2,30 now and on repealed calls no 
one is present, in spite- ofhaving of full knowledge c t The 
proceedings of this reference. The reference is as old as 
referred to this Tribunal in the year 20t>0. On repeated calls 
since morning no one is present. Accordingly, the refers nee 
is dismissed in default for nnji-prusccuiiou, Centra! 
Government be informed accordingly. File to be consigned. 

Chandigarh. 

2fk8-200« 

G .. K. SHARM A, Presiding Officer 
M ftrFTt, 4 r^dHC 2008 

3R h 2726,- 4dRl+ r^|< ]947 

{ 1947 t4) mt [7^ 

^ ^ 3?ti % 

345 ^ T?fife ^Ellfh* R 4^4 W*IJ 

^(Nl^ i 43/2005 ) ^ TT37[TT!?r 

^T?fr f r 4 -9-200H etj i 

[n TJrvf- 22012/] 1 fl/2(H)4- JTli*TR ( Tft.-RB.-II) f 


BEFORE THE CENT R A i,GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRI BUNA I .-CUM-LABOl! K C< }\ J RTA I 
HYDERABAD 

Pncwml: &FIKI VED PKAKASIIGAUIL Presiding Officer 
Dated the 2Glh da\ of August, ZOOK 
Industrial Dispute No* L LL43/2IW5 
BETWEEN 

lhe General Secretary* fSh.G. Solomon). Singareni Collieries 
Mine Workers Union, <Jir. Nio "03, Opp. Kydm Ra/ar, 
tiodavhkhani-505209. ... EV[ iiioticr 

AND 

The Chief Genera] Manager, Smgun .11 i Collieries Company 

Limited, Rainagundam—LI >i - TiFurt 

Godavarikbani-505209. . . .Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

For the Petitioner : NIL 

For the Respondent : Ms C. Vijuy Shekitr Reddy &. 

S V i i j\ Ve jL k atus-b, Advocales 

AWARD 

The Government of Mi Jia, M uiistry of! .abour by its 
order No. L-22GI2.-T18 2W-\ IRiCM.Il) dated 11-5-2005 
referred the following dipoles between The managemern 
of Ihc Singarenj ColEicrie.- (.‘Djnpitny Lhnrted and their 
workman under section N4 ! nYI) the f.H. Aet* 1947 for 
ad j ud i eat ion to thaa Tri hu n 2 ! TJ1 e re fei ente i s . 

POiriXT F 

lr Whether the a>;[[on = 1 ! liv s.'hp-.-f Gencrnl Mano^er. 
iVl--S. Singartni CoII m ic^ C.'oi=si;. : irn : jmi 1 lxJ, Raniagundam ■ I 
Division, Godavarikh-^i' iz: the service*; 

Sh. Mekala Rama Ran, I'iMer C 3 DR-I Ineline,- 

Ramagundam Division 1 .1 judiiv^rikhrLiii wuh cJ'feti from 
9-7-2001 is legal and ju s!i1 1 l'i i'' If noi. i.> whiii foliel rhe 
workman is emiilcdT 
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2, Hie case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner, Respondent's 
representative present Petitioner has not submitted his 
chum statement although several opportunities has been 
given to him. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjoummnet has been filed. As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner » not interested to pursue this case. 

3. Accordingly, this case is being closed and this 
Court is of the view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
respect of the matter in reference. Hence, 'NIL* Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Smt P. Phani Gown, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 2dth day of August, 2008 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 

a 

Appendix ofevidence 

Witnesses examined for the Witnesses examined 

Petitioner for tbeResponcknt 

MIL NIL 

Documents marked Tor the Petitioner 
NIL 

Document* marked lor Uk Respondent 
NIL 

w, w. 27S7,—spfcrilw IMrc sfttlrm 1947 

^ w aJhdlPmr 

84/2006) M^ifVra 

% ± ^ ^T^TR ^ 4-9-2006 W*l J |3T1 *1T I 

[TL ^220L2/I7/2O06-^-m(#^-li)] 
3TJ*J ^HR "fe, 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 200ft 

5,0. 2737,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act* 1947 (14 of 1947)* (he Central 
Oovenwent hereby putHishcsthe award (Ref. No, $4/2006)- 
of the Central Government Indus. Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure. in the 
industrial dispute between the management of M/s. 
Smgareni Collieries Company Limited, and their workmen, 
rece ived by the Central Government on 4-9-2 HO 8, 

[No. L-22012/17/2006-[R(CM-J 1 )1 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CRNTRALGOVERNM ENT 
INDUSTWALTRIBlfNAL^UM-LABOURCOUH;! AT 
HYDERABAD 

Present: SHRI VED PRAKASH GAUR, PrcskJin K Officer 
Dated the 1 $th day of August 2008 
Industrial Dispute INo* [. D + 84/2006 
BETWEEN 

The Genera] Secretary, (Sh. BandarL Salyanarayana), 
Singareni Collieries Employees Council, H. No. 18-3-90/3, 
Ganesh Nagar Marlcandeya Colony, Godav^rikhani 
SO5209. ...Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager* M/s. Singarcni Collieries Company 
Ltd. Mandamarri Division, Mandamam 504231 

-Respondent 

appearances 

Pot the Petitioner : NIL 

For the Respondent : M/s- P.A V V.S, $arma& Vijay 
Lixim Panguluri, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its 
ctfder No. L-22012/! 7/2006/1 R(CM .-I I) dated 2 5- J 0-2006 
referred the following dispute between the management of 
the Singpreni Collieries Company Limited and their workman 
wider section IGOXdJofthe ID. Act, 1947 for adjudication 
to this Tribunal The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

'"Whether the action the Management of 
M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited in 
terminating the service of Sri Nagavjth Govindu w.e.f. 
18-2*1999 is legal and justified 7 If not to what relief 
the workman is entitled?" 

2. The case is called oin several times after repealed 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submined his 
claim statement although several opportunities has been 
given to him. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjournment has been filed. As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case. 

3, Accordingly, this case is being closed and this 
Court is of the view that the Petitioner deserves no relief Th 
respect of Lh* matter in reference. Hence, ( NIL' Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Smr P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assisiam 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 18th day of August 200k 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 
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Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined far the Witnesses examined far the 
Petitioner Respondent 

Nit. Nil, 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 

^ ftpt-fl, 4 ftTCTTO, 2008 

to. wt, -afhriffira; ftnuR arftifHw, l<h? 

(1947 ^1 14) ttffTOl 17 3PJWTT 
lft.T(5T. ^ -aRRlTSf ■$ PrtTSRtf aftr 

arfV^rrf, iv.™^ ^ to (Tfexf Tf. & 3 / 2006 ) r?i Whifvifl 
wicfl ^ TRffa eiTOR 4-9-2008 Tl HINT JOT NT I 

fa ^-22012/l6/20W-a^.3rU^.T!iT.-[l)] 
3fW0 ^RRtftS, 3lfV^T?t 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008 

so, 273B.- In pursuance of Section 17 ofthe 
tndusrrial Disputes Act, [947(14 of 1947), the Centra) 
Governincrii heieby publishes the award (Ref, No. 83/2006) 
of the Central Government I nduaftriri Tribtrnal-cum -Labour 
Court, Hyderabad ii.-i shown in the Annexure, In the 
Industrial dispute between the management of Mi's. 
Singarenl Collieries Company Limited, and their workmen, 
received by the Central Government on 4-9-2008, 

|No, L-22012/) 6/2006-1 R(CM-I[) J 
A JAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 

annexure 

BE PORE THECENTRALGOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TR1BUN AIXAJM-LABOU A COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

Present iSHKJ VF.D PKAKASH GAUR,FrakJingOffl<xr 
Dated the 18th August, 2008 
Industrial Dispute No. I, pi 8J/20Q6 
BETWEEN 

The Genera) Secretary, (Sh. Ban dart Satyanarayara), 
Singareni Cnliieries Employees Courbd I, H. No, 18-3-90/3, 
Ganesh Najjar Markandeya Colony, Godaverikhani 
505209. ...Petitioner 


[Part 11—Sec, 3(ii)] 


AND 

The Genera) Manager, Mrs. Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited Man dam err i Division, Mandamarrj 504231 

...Requrdent 

APPEARANCES 
For the Petitioner : NIL 

For the Respondent : M/s. P. A.V. V.S. Sarnia* Vijaya 
Lax mi Panguluri, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Government of India Ministry of Labour by its 
order No, L-2201 21 16/3006/ ] R (CM. -11) dated 2 3-10-2006 
referred the following dispute between the management of 
the Singateni Collieries Company Limited and their workmen 
under section 10(1 )(d) of the ID. Act, 1947 far adjudication 
to this Tribunal. The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action the Management of M/s- 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited in terminating the 
service of Sri Sandra ftajam w.e.f 16-4-1998 is legal and 
justified? If not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled?" 

2, The case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Pet it loner, Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunities has been 
gjven to hint. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjournment has been filed. As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case, 

3, Accordingly, this case Is being closed and this 
Court is of the view (hat the Petitioner deserves no relief in 
respect of the matter in reference. Hence. 'NIL' Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Smt. P. Phaiti Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the ISth day of August, 2008. 

VED PRAKASH GAUft, Presiding Officer 
AppeadUufevkknee 

Witnesses examined far the Witnesses examined for the 
Petitioner Respondent 

NIL NIL 

Documents marked fort hr Petit toner 

Nr. 

- Document* marked for the Respondent 

NIL 
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^ 4 ftflML 2008 

*51, MT, 1739.—ft*!* 3lftft*R, 1947 
(1947 W\ 14) m 17 ^ ittfr I W*K *R 

*ft. tft, T^W. ^ iftUtfa ^ fk4t4**K 3ft 4t^4(lfl 
^ 3TJW^ fafty 4?llil1)|4i ft414 ^ ^*5{ft 4M4tH 
^®ifTT*t 3rfVTTTT ( $**TWT* **TC (R*»f 
tf. 44/2Q0J ) *ft y+lfVlrf ***& t, ^1 4^?fa 7R*R *tt 
4-9-2008 SWT on 

[ri t?pf-220|2/l 19/2004-3*1# aflTftfhpMD] 
3 hri tjhh iftr, ft*r 3Tft®lft 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008 

S,0, 2739— In pursuance of Section 17 of fee 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref, 44/2003) of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Hyderabad now as shown in the Armexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the management of 
M/s. Singareni Collieries Co, Ltd. and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
4*9*2008 

(No. L-22012/119/2004*IR(CM*n)] 
AJAV KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INUSTR1AL rRtBLNAtX^M-LABOLR COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

Present r Shri Ved Prakaii Giur, Presiding Officer 
Dated the 26th day of August, 2008 
Indus trial Dispute No. 1. D. 44/2005 
BETWEEN 

The General Secretary, (Sh.G. Solomon), 

Singareni Collieries Mine Workers Union, 

Qtr No, 703, Opp. Rythu Bazar, 

Godavarikhani - 505209 ... Petitioner 

AND 

The Chief General Manager,, 

Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 

Rarnagundam -1 Division, 

Godavari khani - S0J209 , .Respondeat 

APPEARANCES 
For die Petitioner : NIL 

For the Respondent : M/s. C. Vljaye Shekar Reddy and 
S. Vjjay Venkatesh, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its 
order No. L-22012/119/2004*]R(CM*II) dated 24-5*2005 
referred the following d ispute between the management of 
the Singareni CollkriesCompeny Limited and their workman 


under Section 10( 1 Xd) of tbe l.D. Act, 1947 for adjudication 
to this Tribunal, The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether fee action of the Chief General Manager, 
M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
Ramagundtm-I Division, Godavarikhpni in 
terminating the services of Sri MardeLt Uilinhim, 
Ex-Coil Filler, GDK-6 p Incline, Ramagundant 
Divirion-I, Godavarikhanl wife effect fhwi 2*8*2002 
is legal and juatiSctf? if not; to wbatrelief the workman 
is entitled?” 

2. The case is called out several time* a her repeated 
intervals. None appeased tor Petitioner. Respondent’s 
representative present. Petitioner hoe not submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunities ha* been 
given to him. He Je absent today also. No application for 
adjournment has been filed, Aa such, h appears that the 
Petitioner is not mlereaicd to pursue this case. 

3. Accordingly, this case it being cloeod end felt 
Court is of the view that fee ftrtitisw deserve* no relief in 
respect of fee matter in reference. Hence, 'NIL' Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Sint, P. pfamf Gewrl, Personal Are!start 
transcribed by her, corrected and preruimeed by me on 
this the 26fe day of August, 2008. 

VEDPRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for 

Petitioner Respondent 

ML NIL 

ItaMHiti marked ferth* Petitioner 
NL 

Dn«a1» marked frr H|| tnnnnfHllI 

1*. 

a# ftM), 4 femur, 2008 

m, M. 2740.—sftWftF feWN MftftWI, 1947 
(1M7WT 14)^*m 17* +K4»W tpl 

*, HL qvr. 8ft spftiff 

* 3 aftitfhnr ft®* * TR®R 

artartfli® srftinrrvr, #W4T* at 

it 65/2006) 4tf TWtiftW mJl ^ fll®H uft 

4-9-2008 tfsrat fan til I 

[* *ft-22OI2/3lW20O3-«rf WRfa^lI)] 
*HR r|f, tw wfknnfl 

New Delhi, fee 4th September, 2001 

S.O. 2740,—in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the awird (Ref. 65/2006) of 
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the Cenlral Government Industrial Tribunal-c urn-Labour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of M/'s, Singareni Collieries Co. Ud,, and their workmen, which 
was received by I he Centra I Government on 4-9-2008. 

[No, L-22012-3 lf)-2005-lKtCM-in] 
AJ AY KUMAR GALT Ft, Desk Officer 

Y f 

j ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOV F,R N M ENT 
iNtJSTRTAe.TRmUNAIrCUM-LABO^R COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT: Shri Vrd Praka&li Gaur n Prt*ldin£ Officer 
U ' Dated I he 18th day of August, 2O0X 

Industrial Dispute No, I. IT bSrlUOti 
BETWEEN 

The General Secretary, . 

{Sri BatxiariSptyanarayana) 

Singartni Cnl'lcrie* Employees Council, 

H .No, 18-3 -9f Ganesh Nagar 

Markandcya Colony; ■ 

GodavarLkhan]-505209. .. Relitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Singareoi Collieries 
Company Limited, 

Mandamam Division, 

Mandamorri 404231. Kespu ndent 

APPEARANCES 
For the Petitioner : NIL 

For the Respondent ; P.A.V. V-S. Sanna and Vijay a 

Laxmi Panguluri, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its 
order No. L22Q12/316/2005-1 R(CM-ll) dated 9-1 <E-2(MW> re¬ 
ferred the following dispute between the management of 
SirygareniCnfUerics Company Limited and their workman 
under Sectiori KHI Kd)ofthe LIT Act, 1947 for adjudica¬ 
tion to this Tribunal. The reference is. 

SCHEDULE 

^Whether the action of the management of M/s. 
Singarcni Collieries Company Limited in terminal mg 
the services of Sri Naresh Kumar kori w.c.f. 
10 - ] 0-2002 is legal and j usti fled? If not, to what re I icf 
the workman is entitled?" 

2. The case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative present- Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunities has been 
given to him. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjournment has been filed. As such, ir appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested lo pursue this ease. 


]P.WE M S;i\ h.ii)| 

3. Accordingly, this case L being cIomhI am! I his (’ourt 
is of the view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in respect 
of the mailer in referu ne L - H t?n c e , 1M 11. ' A ward is pi is^cd. 

D ictated to Sim t. P P ha n i < ] ow r i, I Vrs< )ria 3 Ass isi an t. 
transcribed by her, corrected ;md pro non need by me on 
this the \ 8th day of Aiieu.il. Jf.UJK, 

VEE) MR AKA St I GAUR. Pi^idiiiu.[Jlli L er 
Append i x of evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined tor 
Petitioner Respondent 

NIL Nil 

Documents ni; n Uil for the Petitioner 

Nil. 

Dttfumvuts h larked flu iheKeMiunileni 

Ml 

f^KT?, 20D« 

^i, an r 2741, ^drtTTF feK mmt 

(IW7 ^ 14) mn it w. srpOT w *K-ifra 
rm, ttf. Tit, wi. -'■& T3'iM?ni tttt: Iw^-ra sw 
^ .iTW'J U^\< if 

W^R 3?l*ilPl4i tffsFFnTT yb;?v|r-: W, Tm? (TPDl if. 
71/2006) ^^hriTT^R ^.i .i ^ :on-i 

^ M TJ3H an I 

[Ti. v^T ;:os2--:(o>ijfi-^^i^hrq 11 ;> l 
M-v* nri, 7S=jff 
New Delhi, ibe 4th September. 20011 
S.O, 2741. In peii suotice ol Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes A cl. MM 7 04 of 1947), ilie ('emru! 
Government hereby publishes she award! Ref. No. 71.2lXX>) 
nfthc Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, 1 lyderabad as shown in i hi.- Annex Lire, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employ lt* m relation lo the uumtigenicrit 
of M/s. Singarem Col I ieries C o [ .td.. ai id tfteir workmen, w h ic h 
was rcec i ved by ihc i \'0 mi I G £>vun irnent cm 4-4 -ZOOM. 

|No I 12=2!V2(MW>-[R(t.'M-ll)] 

ajav ki;marcpA1jr. iksk onicLT 

ANNEXIJRK 

BEFORE THF, C ENTRAL i GOVERNMENT iNIHiS- 
TRl AIT RtBL-N AL.-CU M -1A HOt J R CX >UK1 Al 
IIVDEKAIUI) 

PRESENT : Sliri Vt d VwaU jsh tiaur. Prt^uliH|*Ofriccr 

Dated (he I fiih day of Augnsi, 2008. 

Industrial Dispute No. L l>. 71 Mm 
liEIAVEEN 

The General Secrdury, 

(Sri Bandari Satyflnfli-nyam} 

Singar^ni Col I i cr i es I : i n ploy ees e' ounc i L 
11 .N o. 18-3-90/3. Gai icsh N ;±L»ar 
Markandcya Colony, 

Godavarikhani- 5 135 204. ... IV t it i oi ict 




[<n*T 11—7SF5 3(ii)] 
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AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Smgareni Collieries 
Company limited, 

Mandatnani Division, 

Mandamani-S0423t. ..Respondent 

appearances 

For the Petitioner : NtL 

For the Respondent : M/s. P A V, V .S, Sarnia and V ijay a 
Laxmi Parguluri, Advocates 

award 

The Government of India, Ministry of labour by its 
order No. L-220l2^0Q006-IR(CM-ll) dated 23-10-2006 re¬ 
ferred the following dispute between the management of 
Singareri Collieries Company Limited and their workman 
under Section Lt>( Did) of the l.D. Act, 1947 for adjudica¬ 
tion to this Tribunal The reference is, 

schedule 

“Whether the action the management of M/s. 
Sin gare ni Collieries Company Limited in lerminating 
the services of Sri Kunsoth Shankar w.e.f, 16-12-1998 
is legal and just] fled? If not, to what relief the workman 
is entitled?” 

2. The case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner. Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunities has been 
given to him. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjournment has been filed. As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case. 

3 „ Accordingly, this case is being closed and this Court 
is of view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in respect of 
the matter in reference. Hence, T91L'Award is passed. 

Dictated to Sint. P. Phani Gown, Personal Assistant, 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 1 8th day of August, 2008. 

VEDPRAKASH GAUR, PresidingOfficer 

Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for W itnesses examined far 

the Petitioner the Respondent 

NIL NIL 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 
NIL' 

Documents marked far the Respondent 
NIL 

^ 4 ftp!***, 2008 

m. TO. 2742.—afoilfa* 1947 

(1947 TO 14) qm 17 ^ 3 
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TTS. T^. ^ TOTOR ^ riflM+l 3TR 

toItoO ^ ^ 3133 ^ h ■afKtfro; f^te r 

^IPl* ^ TO 'P. 

70/2006) ^>15jroHlcT 'TOsft "SR shs.'his TO 4 4 -20(18 
TO TITO TO 1 

[*, IJjFI-22012/311/2005 OSTl^STR (-11)] 
3TJfq xfe, STWtoTT 

New Delhi, the 4th September. 2<>0# 

5,0. 2742-—In pursuance or Set non 17 of ilur 
Industrial DLouies Act, 1947 (14 of 194?), the Central 
Government hereby publisher the award tRcf. No. 7U 
2006) of the Central Government IndustrialTribunal -luilv 
L abour Court* Hyderabad as shown in the Anne\uic. in 
the Industrial dispute between the management of M. s. 
Singureni Collieries Co. Ltd-, and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on 4-900£1 K 

o. L-22012/311 /2005- L L' M-ll) 1 
AJAY KUMAR GAGK. l>esk Ol'llecr 

annexlirf 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMKNT INWJJv- 
TRJ A L TRIBUN AL-CU M-LAUOUR COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT: Shri Yed Fraka&h Guur, Prrsidinp Officer 
Dated Uie Ifeh day of August* 2flUtt 
industrial Dispute Nil L. D.7tl/20»h 

between 

The General Secretary + 

(Sri Bandari Satyanarayana) 

Singareni Collieries Employees Council. 

H.No I ^3-90/3, Ganesh Nagar 
Markandeya Colony, 

Godavarikhani-505209, ...Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s, Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited. 

Mandamarri Division, 

Mandamarri-504231 .. Respondent. 

appearances 

For the Petitioner : NIL 

Few the Respondent : M/s. P.A. V.V-S. Sarma and Vijaya 
Laxmi Panjiulurh Advocates 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of! .abuur by its 
order No, L-22012/3])/2005-I R{ C M-l i> dated 9-10-2006 in¬ 
ferred the following dispute between the management of 
the Singareni Collieries Company Limited and their work¬ 
man under Section 10(1 Kd) of ihe ID- Act, 1947 for adjudi¬ 
cation to this Tribunal The reference is. 
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AMVM'MAH t JAS R. f^k ( Mrici:i' 


ANPS’KXlJtE 

moxi: nti i -m ral gov foment 

TRim N VL-f A. M LAttOl k COURT AT 
jrO>KRv^BAJ> 

I’lricni; Shri Ve h d l^nkiisli <-aur n Presiding Officer 

Dated i!k l 1 Ktfi Jay of August, 20GN 

tiidu^ti ijl Disinjit 1 No> 

lll-'IWMW 

i htf General SetiL trm. 

(Sri hundan Satyiiii;ii jv lim;3 ) 

S mgah:ni Co! I kt 1-'j n p I (>> ees C t>unc i l. 

l'l.Nn. I So-^VJ^ C nuilm si' \agiir 
M*TrtiindfyjCt>Umy 

Ctidavarikhiini . .Petitioner 

AN|> 

I'liet'JL-nLTjl Maringer, 

M/5. Sill^urtfni t.'utl ler ie v 
Compiiny Urniled, 

M iLndainafri [) rv i si m i , . . kespon- 

denr 

MandaniEuri 5(t42A! 

amt:ara\ct:s 

Idir tlie Ptti(iiuu?v ■ Nil. 

For the Responds ut : MP. A. V. V, S. Sarma and V i iaya 
l aMni Pan^uluri. AdvtTcates 
AWARD 

Tht Go^erniiK ui Jiuliia, Ministry oJ Lafiour hy iis 
Order No. i.-2 20 ] ?.AO* ji G - r U (t AM ]) Jjicd 10-2(Kfe ro 
1 erred ihe fi>Jliming Lli.sfLiie htiwecn the mtinagernent of 
ilie S ingurtni CijI I ierir^ t oinpany E. tmittd and their work- 
man under Sect ion HH ■ J( d) o\' t he ]. D. Act, 1947 for adjud i- 
eatiijn to tfirs Tribunjl I f^e reference is, 

St MK[H IT 

''Whetherthe ae[I ^mi die m lanEigjefncnr nf M's. Singiareni 
Col licries Corn \\u\y I. m 11 led i n term i haling the serv ices 
ofSri K-Srinivan.^ e I 2*o-2001 is InlandjuMiticd? 
If not, tu whin Telle I r!ie workman iscnlillcd? 1 ’ 

2 Thu case it i ulled inJt several l imes a Her repealed 
miervath. None appeared h'r Petitioner. K^spoitdents 
representative present PeLmmier hai not .submitted his 
claim ‘jUilcmcTti altliungh sc v -l- r j I opportunities Ji^ been 
i;iven to hiio. He is ub^ein Today also. No application for 
LuJiourmnciit (iab been riled. As such, it appears tHat I he 
Pei it toner is not inter esh’d io pursue this case. 

3. AccordingJv tfo^ ease fs being closed ahtf (his 
Court is oiihe view itinO tlv Petit inner deserves no rv lief ill 
respect of the matter in releecnciv Hence. r NI],‘ Award is 
passed. 

Dictated to Sjhi, P, Pfuiui <iowri. PerMmal Assistant 
I rati scribed by her, cnn^Ui-d anil pronounced by me on 
\ day wf Augw.A, ?m. 

V i ^■■ 13 r la \ K A S1 [ it A [ J k, F J n.sid in K 0 nicer 
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Appendix of evidence 

Witnes&es examined lor Witnesses examined for 
Petitioner Respondent 

NiL Nil, 

Do cum ents marked for fre Petitioner 

Ml, 

Doeu in ^ nts m arke d for t he Report d eni 
NIL 

4 im 

W, OT, 2744-- ISWR ^rtVf^TR, 1947 

( 1947 l?n U) ^ M 17^ 3 hi tfWTIJR 

tfr. tjn, ^ ^ farnr^T sfa 

^ ^ ataMuc fW? if 

tffwrn, ^ T*TZ TL 

6K/2unM ^ wnftrr wat i. ^ awr 04 - 9-2008 

«r ’sra ^sn tfr i 

[’ll ^-22OI2/3l4/200S'am3lR.CTfhpi-l[)] 

51^4 niMli %, iwt ^rfVTT^t 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2008 

S-O- 2744, -In pursuance of Section 17 of ihe 
Industrial Disputes AcL 1947(14 of 19471, ihe Central 
Government hereby publishes the award [Ref No. 6S/200fi) 
of the Central Government Indu^trianribuiial-cum-Lahotir 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexing in the 
Industrial dispute between the management of M's. 
Singarcni Collieries Co. Ltd,, and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on 04-9-20 OR 

[No. L-220] 2, J 3 L4/2005dR(CM U)1 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR. Desk Officer 

annexure 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TR] RUN AL^IIM-LABOUR COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

Present: Shri Vtd Praknsh Gaur, Presiding Officer 
Dated the 1 Sth dny of August. 2008 
Industrial Dispute No- WWOO* 

BETWEEN 

The General Secretary* 

(Sri Randari Satyanarayano) 

Singareni Collieries Employees Council 
H No, 18-3-9fl/3> Ganesh Nagar 
Marfcandcya Colony, 

Godavarikhani- 505209 


AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited. 

Mandamarrl Division 

Mandamarri - 5042 31 .. R espondcnl 

APPEARANCES 
Lor the Petitioner : NIL 

Lnr ihe Respondent : M/s, P.A.V,V.K. Sarmaand Vijaya 
Laxmi l^ngulari, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of labour by its 
Oder No. L-22012/3 I4/2W5 IRfCM-M) dated 9-10^2006 re¬ 
ferred the following dispute between the management of 
the Singareni Collieries Company Limited and iheir work- 
man under Section 10( 1 )(d) oflhe I.D. Act, 1947 Tor adjudi- 
cation to this Tribunal. The reference is. 

SCHEDULE 

‘Whether the action the management of M/s 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited in icrmlnaling 
the services of Sri Deesaboina Ramulu w.e.L 22-1- 
2002 is legal and justified? If not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled?" 

2- The case is called out several times after repeated 
intervals. None appeared for Petitioner Respondent's 
representative present. Petitioner has not submitted his 
claim statement although several opportunities has bran 
given lo him. He is absent today also. No application for 
adjournment has been filed. As such, it appears that the 
Petitioner is not interested to pursue this case. 

3. Accordingly, (his case is being closed and this Court 
is ofthe view that the Petitioner deserves no relief in resprat 
of the maiter in reference. Hence, 'NIL' Award is passed. 

Dictated to 5ml P Phani Gowru Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the I Sth day of August, 200ft. 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Picsidipg Officer 
A ppendix of eyij g Mg 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses cxamined.for 
Petitioner Respondent 

NIL Nit, 

Documents marked far the P^j^oner 
NIL, 

D g^ jmcnts marked for the Respondent 

NIL 

^ fa#, 4 fa<H4( r 1008 

^1. 31T. 2745.—aafaf^TO, 1947 
( 1947 W 14) ^ MTTT 17 ^ cri-sfN TTR, 


Petitioner 




5450 TH y. CIA/F-.ITH OK ENRIA : Sri'TLMBF-R 27, 200S/ASVJNA J l Uu |Pvm ]| S. i.. 3i ii h| 


#. ^ ^ mjr r^nsr^' aft? t-t^ vA-kC 

*TR BP^iT f^T7- itTStffiR; f^TT*. q J^TTT 

rfWfTRi ^ifwRl, ^tRR ^ qw r^M 
67/2<)0fi) utifthi ifrrfi ^ jfr tttstr rri ^ o- 'um 
7T=rT ^£TT *Jt i 

[?. xgt- 22012/nr7/2005-*ni=ro [?mu if )] 

a w*t Tfr^, -tw irV^T-f 

New Delhi, die4ih September, 2(JOB 

S.O. 2745^—<n pursuance of Section J"? of the 
Industrial EJispmcN Act. 1947(14 of 1947), the CViUral 
Govemmicjit hereby pub I is lies iFic award (Ref. Nu.b^CCH ir 
of the CeniniJ Go vemnscnl Indusina)'I i ibuna!-cmri'l iJmm tr 
Court Hyderabad ,is shown in ihe A impure, fm ihe 
industrial dispute between (be management wi 
M7s. Shnjareni L'tdher ies Co. Ltd., and their workman, v. hi l-Ii 
was received by die Cenini I Government on 04-9-200B. 

| N o. L- 2 20 12'3 [ 7-nw>\Ri C M-11) \ 
AJAV KCMAR GAUR. fte.sk OJtker 

annfxlre 

BEFORE 11 IK CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
1MIUSTRUL.TRIHCN AlXKJJU-l^ljOl rK COI j RT L 
hymerarajj 

PRESENT ; Shri VeU Prshavh Cant, EYtMilmg Offiter 
Haled ike ] 3lh day of August, 2f)0K 
indu.slnut Dispute No. I r LK b7/2uif/> 
nmvi-tN 

The C }en eraJ Stcreta ly, Lei iConsr 

(Sri Randari Sulyajuuuwina) 

S i n^anon t Coi E i eri l 1 s* tnip 1i *y ees Ca nine i I L 
H No. 18-3-9tk?_ G?jiiesh Na^r 
Markantleya Co lorn. 

Godavarikbani .:O.S209 

AND 

Th e G u noral Man j^ er H ..Re spm id c i w 

MS. $ i n^j uren i Co 11 ie r ic.-y 
Company ] jrnik-d, 

M-diidamairi Division. 

MjndaniiUTE ■ ;:-042 > F 


under Sect ion I 0( I ){A) oftlv E.J> Aei. ] L M 7 to r ,t J \ udioii [ f l m 
tothisTribunaE. The tv fore nee iv 

>uinii I *; 

'■Wiieiliut Hie ^^'jh!i of ilk. iiuniawomeni ^>1 
M'S, Sinjiareni [ oi .iL-ne> i ompyny i.uniJed m 
I entn in al in « rhe o. e m 4 ‘ Sc i G; idd I li 1 1 L u n w. u. f, 

3 f-7-2001 ts fej^d = nvi inviTicd. 1 Ir not. to ^hal relief 
rhe wjrkniEin )s om u leiC" 

2. Thecaie is tailed n'.j; v, ven:i nines Liller I'cpcLUod 
iiicervuls. None appeared !■=■■■: i\ i iiioikt Kv^poiiLiem C 
represent alive present I'cumo'm !i. i - mn MibmiiLed lii^ 
oluin) sraicnncnt although ^,'s=.i:sl np|\MLiirn;ie?. h.k Ikvm 
^ivcn to him. Me is fjb-wm lodjy .iUi-, \ v i .Lpplic:ilion Ibi 
adinurnrjiem hai been liK'd. fu. .milIi. k appears ik.n [lie 
Peblioner is noi inivre^u\i i«> pin^ui- i hi-, oa^e 

3. Accordingly, ini- rose bein^ elond and thk 
Court isnftbc view Llwt the r h ul iLiui il'I ^ie-s-Lt' v os no relic I in 
respect L)f the mailer in ivlere-urc I k-iu'e. ’NIL 1 Award L 
passed. 

Hielated <o Sim P E J i:.uii Gowri. Menrnafc Asmskuii 
ascribed by her, torLociod iimJ pm non need b\ jne on 
ibis tilt lKth day of Ad^kt. Vutf. 

V!:D j4:as --SII G ACK I ■i L.-^idiNL-- e >r1k v- 
Appe ndk, nfend nivc 

W r i [ti csse.s e\o uii ne d J b: \\ \ u ie-. sx o s; i m i i lclJ \\nt 

F^elitioner !G-spoil deni 

ML Ml 

hofunKmls tn arhtd Ior ihe PetiuniiLT 

Mi 

I>0Cij mertfi niJti hc d Ebr [li e Kesrunnkul 

r; 

J0(rs 

2746. JTT --'i ■ '--'i '! r -.: 'KoH "G 

CFJ ! '- ,|f ■ 11 ,ii. k’. VGf -G -fin 

r ni^fl "j-P"|i^T 'aTT^Ttf 'TT. ^1 ^ ;i v "-T ^i. 

! J f. ■: I :jf■ iG JOilT ■ V^-TTTq |) J 
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